The Church of Rome's Clan of 
nir and INVALLIBILITY examined. 
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2 Cor. i. 24. 


Not + or ur we have Dominion 
our Faith, but are Help 


ers 0 275 _— Joy For oy Faith 
* Nana. ky 


j - APPE AR before you chis Dey.) ro. charge 5 
1 N the Church of Rome with boldly vſurping, 

and ryrannically exerciſing, that Dominion 
over the Faith of Chriſtians, which the Apo- 
Ale in the Text ſo expreſly diſclaims, and which he 


never once exerciſed in all his Life. If I can make 


' good this Charge, I ſhall at once vindicate ſome of 
. Redeemer's unalienated Prerogati ves ; and de- 
fend ſome of the moſt facred Rights of the Chriſti- 


an World, againſt this Church which ſo inſolently 
voiolates chem. 


It will not ſurely be ſaid, that though St. Paul 
: n not inveſted with this Dominion, yet that St. 
Peter was; and that therefore Popes as his Succeſ- 
ſors, and Vicars general of Chriſt upon Earth, may 
3 juſtly exerciſe it. For beſides that St. Paul was an 
9 ſpeaks we" in that Character and * | 
A "A - 


4 


12 


he owns, W E Wet no Dominion over your Faith, 
| ſeems to diſclaim it not only for himſelf, but in the 
Name of all the Apoſtles and Miniſters of Jeſus 


Chriſt, of what Rank and Eminence ſoever in tile 


; Chriſtian Church; beſides this, I ſay, He tells us 
in two ſeveral Places of this very Epiſtle, that he 
was in nothing behind rbe very chiefeſt Apoſtles *; 
and yet certainly he muſt have been far behind one 
of them, ar leaſt, if St. Peter was appointed ſu- 
preme Head of the Church, and was entruſted with 
that AUTHORITY, and endowed with that IxT Al. 
. which his Succeſſors now pretend to. 
Theſe are the Powers and Privileges, which the 
Church of Rome ſays ſhe is inveſted with: It falls 
to my Share to examine them; and J hope to con- 
vince you before I have done, that never were an 
Claims more unjuftly made, or more wea and = 
ſlenderly ſupported. ___ 4 
Her Claims u n the "50k of . are 1. 
BY, and of different Kinds; but as I have neither 
Time nor Inclination to extend the Subject of this 
Diſcourſe further than was deſigned, when I was 
deſired to treat of it; much leſs to invade the Pro- 
vince of any Perſon engaged with me in this Ser⸗ 
vice; I ſhall confine my ſelf to that Authority which 
ſhe claims in, matters of Faith ; and then 80 on to 
: Enquire into her Infallibity, 
The former may, I think, be fairly ſtated; and | 
will, I believe, be fully copfured, under the follow- | 
ing Propoſitions. f 
I. That the Church hath Authority. to ſettle che 
Gaben © of 8 and to determine What Books | 
— * 2, Cor. xi. 35 ene 


are 


— 


18 


are, and what are not Canonical, in ſuch manner 

as that, by Vertue of her Authority, all Chriſtians I 
are obliged to receive thoſe which ſhe receavch, and 

td reje& thoſe which ſhe re * 0 5 

1 That che Authority of Scripture as to us (quoad 
s) and the Regard we are to pay to it, depends up- 

| on the Authority of the Church, which delivers 
theſe Scriptures to us, and declares them. t to be the 
Word of God. FE; 

III. That the Church hath Authority. to interpret 

and give the Senſe of Scripture; which Interpreta- 
tion all Chriſtians are obliged to receive and ſubmir | 
to. 


IV. That ſince many Things which ought to be : 

2 believed, are not at all contained in Scripture, the 

Church hath Authority to decree theſe as neceſſary 

| + to Salvation; and all Chriſtians are thereupon obli- 

7} gedto believe them. 

V. That ſhe has a Right to judge and determine 

- } -authoritatively, all * relating to Matters 
ol Faith; ſo as that all Chriſtians are 1 to ſub. 

mit to her Deciſion, _ | 
| Tf upon hearing theſe Claims 3 you ſhould 

— 3 be diſpos d to ask, (as any honeſt inquiſitive Perſon 

z } would naturally do) Pray where is all this Power 

and Authority lodg d? who is inveſted with it? 

| $ whois to exerciſe it? you will be told the Catholick 

Church; meaning their own Church of Rome: 

and with this anſwer they have taught their own 

3 Votaries to reſt ſatisfied. ' But we Proteſtants, who 

e know that general anſwers are often deceittul and 

s evaſive, and that this in particular is ſo; are not 

| 4 to be yr off. For tho at preſent we ſhould 
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paſs by the Abſurdity of calling a Part the Whole 


1 mean of Calling that che Catholick' Church, 
which to ſay the beſt of it is but a part, and that 2 
a very corrupt one too, of the -Carholick Church; 
we muſt beg to be a little more particularly infor- 
med. This Catholick Church means either ſome 
one or more Perfons, in whom this Authority is 
veſted: Is it chen diffuſively in the Church Univer- 
ſal, z. e. in all Churches thro' out the World? 
Or is it in the Church Repreſentative, i. e. in 
4 General council? Or is it in the Church Virtu- 
al, (as they expreſs it) i. e. in his Holineſs | 
the Pope? The Advocates of Rome are as much 
perplex d how to anſwer, and as little agreed in the 
Anſwers they give here, as we ſhall find them to be 
preſently, when we come to ask the ſame Queſti- 
ons, with relation to their r ee 1 
And as they will be there urg d more at large, I at 
Preſent take no further notice of them but go on 
to ſnew you; That no one Man, no ſet or number 
of Men on Earth, has any juſt claim to the Au- 
thority we are ſpeaking of. In order to which Ill * 
briefly conſider the Particulars which have been 
mention d; and ſince ſeveral of them may (in ano- 
ther view) fall under the notice of ſome other ß 
my Brethren; I will take what care I can to keep 
to che Point of Aurhority; and not to repeat or 
anticipate, what has been, or may be, more perti- 
ment ly ſaid by chem ning hi Hug Mr 
I. It is pretended that the Church hath Authority 
to ſettle the Canon of Scripture, to determine what 


— 


2 1 ee 


Books are, and what are not Canonical; in ſuch 
manner as that by vertue of her Author ity, all Chri- ñĩ⁵ 
Shen i ar aw es © 1 
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Unions: are ob] igedd te to receive thoſe which ſhe receives, 


d to reject thoſe which ſhe rejects. And here you 


be to obſerve, that it is not their enquiring, and 


judging, and determining for themſelves what Books 


Taxe canonical, that we complain of: For this is a Privi- 


ledge which we think all capable perſons may claim; 
We exerciſe it our ſelves, and ſhould be far enough 
12 blaming them for doing ſo too. But that which 
oe complain of is, their taking upon them to Deter- 
mine this Point for all the World, and their diſcourag- 
private Examination, and condemning with a 
| arcadfuit Curſe, all Contradiction to their Decrees oon- 
cerning it. For ſo the Council of Trent has done. 
Voce words are as follows; The Synod hath ſeen 
fit to annex to this Decree, a Liſt of the ſacred: 
Books; leſt a Doubt ſhould ariſe in any one 's mind, 
% which they are that the Synod receives” ; and then . 
Leers the. Catalogs: it ſelf of all the Books both of 
che Old and New Teſtament, which we Proteſtants 

3own, with an Addition of Six Apocryphal Books to 

Its Old Teſtamant: after which they thus go on: 
Af any one does not receive theſe entire Books, 
and every part of them, as they are wont to be 


: C read 1 in the Catholick Church, and are contained 
J« in the Ancient Latin Edition, for ſacred and Ca- 
1 « nonical,let him be Anathema“ *. One would e 


xpect 


that, after ſuch a Poſitive Determination, and ſuch 


| Fa dreadful Sanction added to it, they ſhould have 


ſome very good Title to produce for their Authority, 
and ſome very ſtrong Reaſons for their admitting 
all theſe Books into their Canon. As to the Latter, 


cheir reaſons are all taken from what Councils and 


45 Cone. Trid. Selk, 4. Decret. de Canon Scrip:uris. 
| Fa- 
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Fathers have ſaid of this matter; particularly the za 
Council of Carthage, at which St. Auſtin was preſent z * 
wherein (it is pretended) the very fame Books were 
| decreed to be Canonical, that are mention'd.in the 

Council of Trent's Catalogue. In anſwer to which, 
it might eafily be ſhewn, that Councils and Fathers, 


are both for number and weight, againſt them: 
That the deſign of this 3d Council of Carthage 


was, not to determine what Books were Canonical, 
in the ſenſe in which that Word muſt be underſtood 
in this Diſpute; but only to declare what Books 


might be profitably read in the publick Aflemblies | 


of Chriſtians : That Sr. Auſtin himſelf when he ; 


calls the apocryphal Books Canonical, plainly means 


no more, then that as they contain uſeful Precepts 


and Inſtruftions for Life and Manners, they may 


be publickly read to the Edification of the Church 

but without any Deſign of ſetting them upon aan 

equal foot with thoſe which are Canonical in the 
higheſt and ſtricteſt Senſe of the Word. That theſe  ? 
Books themſelves, contain ſo many idle Fables 
groſs Abſurdities, plain Inconſiſtencies, and palpable 
Contradictions; as could never have been dic- *7 
tated by the Spirit of God, and far outweigh al! 
the Reaſons that can be produc'd for admitting 
them into the Canon. All this and a great deal 
more might be unanſwerably urg'd, but I chooſe to 
keep cloſe to the Point of Authority : for tho their 
Catalogue had been preciſely the ſame with our 
own; yet as we dare not aſſume to ourſelves, ſo we 
can never allow to any body elſe, Authority to o- 
blige all Chriſtians under Pain of Damnation to 


receive preciſely the. ſame number of Books as Ca- 
DOE 1 nonical. 
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; e nonical. . Let us enquire there 
nity is ſupported. Their Proof ſtands thus: The 
Nane of the Church is the only means by 
whi 
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fore how this Aut bd 


ich it can now, or could at any time be known, 
Books are Canonical Seripture and which are 


not; the Church therefore muſt have Authority to 


determine.in this Caſe. And all Chriſtians muſt be 


7 obligdunder the dreadfulleſt Penalty to ſtand by her 
= Determination : Now tho' I am far from thinking 


that this is the only means ; yet ſince I am ready to 
grant that (if it be rightly underſtood) it is one very 
good means, by which a Judgment may be form'd 
in this matter; I will at preſent take no notice of 
this defect in the Argument; but only conſider what 


2 ſort of a Proof this is, of the Authority claim d. 
When the Bible is firſt put into the Hands of Chil- 


dren, they are told by their Parents and Inſtructors, 


that it is the Word of God: When, they grow 
up to ripeneſs of Judgment, they may if t 


hey pleaſe, 
find that Chriſtians in all Ages from the Apoſtles 


[3 down to their own Times, have been ſo far agreed 
in this Point, that their concurring Teſtimony, is 
one proper reaſon to induce us to believe ſo oo. 
But how does this prove the Authority we are talk- 
ing of? Is there no difference between being a cre- 
dible Witneſs in a Cauſe, and being an authorita- 
tive Judge? May I not prudently attend to, and 
weigh, nay, believe the Truth of a Man's Teſti- 

| F mony, without being oblig'd to ſtand by his Sen- 
tence and Determination, is a judge? We re- 
ceive the Teſtimony of the Church in all Ages, be- 


cauſe it appears to us credible, and becauſe (all Cir- 
cumſtances conſider d) we think it utterly improba- 
) © „ ble 


An 


ble that ſo many Perſons ſhon'd either themſelves 
be deceiv'd; or conſpire to deceive us; but it does 
not follow by any means, that therefore we are to 
ſtibmit to the Determination of the Church (much | 
leſs the particular Church of Rome) as an authori- 
tative Judge. It is farther pretended, | 
II. That the Authority of Seriptures (quad nos) 
as to us, and the regard we are to pay to it, de- 
pends upon the Aulbority of the Church, which 
Ae theſe Scriptures to us, and declares them 
to be the Word of God. This Point, I confeſs, 


is not any where that 1 know of, expreſly ITY 


in terminis, decreed by the Council of Trent + But 
the ableſt defenders of the Church of Rome, have 
either expreſly aſſerted it; or ſaid that, from which 1 
it neceſſarily follows. Hoſius, in juſtification _- 
beld Fellow who had faid, that without the Teſti- 
mony of the Church the Scripture wou'd be juſt of 
the ſame value and authority with A/p's Pables, 
tells us that it was pi dictum; For that without the 
Church's Teſtimony, Scripture wou'd be of no great 
weight. Another declares that were it not for the 
Authority of the Church, He wou'd give no more 
credit to St. Mat. then to Livy. Bellarmine ſays, 
that-if you take away the Authority of the Church 
of Rome, the whole Chriſtian Faith may be queſti- 
on' d as doubtful . And in another Place (for theſe 
things don't drop from them by chance, and una- 


Nam fi tollamus auctoritatem præ ſentis Eceleſiæ, & preſencis Con- 
cilii, in dubium revocari poterunt omnium aliorum Conciliorum De- 
creta, & tota Fides Chriſtiana. — Et præterea omnium Conciliorum 
veterum & omnium dogmatum firmitas, pendet ab Auctoritate præſen- 


tis Eceleſiæ. Belarm. de Efectu Sacram. MY: 2. Een 2470 9 Tertium | 
Teftimoninm. * | | 


wares) 
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wares.) The Scripture Traditions and all Doc: 
trines whatſoever, depend on the Teſtimony of the 
Church, without which all are ,uncertain . There 
are others of them (nay, and ſome of theſe them- 
ſelves, at other times) who talk a little more mo- 
deſtly, in appearance at leaſt, tho in effect they ſay 
: TP the ſame things. They diſtinguiſh. the Au- 
thority of. Scriptures quoad ſe, and.quoad nos, i. e. in 
itſelf, and as to us. They own that the Authority 
of Scripture quoad ſe, is ſacred and divine, and in- 
dependent of the Church; but that as to any Au- 
thority it has, quoad nos, with reſpect to us, it 
neither has, nor can have any but what depends 
upon the Authority of the Church: And if it does 
not follow from hence that all the regard and reve- 
rence we owe to Scripture ſtands upon the foot of 
the ſame Authority, I ſhall deſpair of ever knoõ-ẽww- 
ing what a juſt Conſequence is. I could quote to 
you, Stapleton, Bellarmin, and. Melchior Canus, and 
a great many more, to prove that this is the Doctrine 
even of their moderate Writers: But as I appre, 
hend this will not be deny'd, I chooſe to ſhew you 
3 that how plauſible ſoever this diſtinction may ap- 
pear, there is really nothing in it to the purpoſe ; 
and that tho' there were, yet that it is utterly falſe -- 
that the Church has any ſuch Authority upon which 
the Authority of Scripture as to us depends, _ 
1. The diſtinction has no meaning pertinent to 
the preſent purpoſe ; nor is there any difference (as 


Nam cum Scripture traditiones & omnia plane dogmats, ex Teſti: 


monio Eccleſiæ pendeant ; niſi certiſſimi fimus que fit vera Eccleſia, in- 


: 


certa erunt prorſus omnia. Bellarm. de Eccl. Milit. L. 3. C. 10.6. ad 
bee neceſſe . 52 „ 26 ot 7 
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e (12) 
to the matter in Hand) between the Authority of 
Sctipture in Hep, and as to us. For what are we to 
underſtand by the Authority of Scripture in it/elf ? 
So far as I find, what they ſay to explain it, amounts 
to no more then this; that the Scriptures are ſacred 
and divine, and proceed from God as their Author: 
All which is very true; and it is as true that the Au- 
thority of the Scriptures reſults from their being thus 
ſacred and divine; but their being ſo, is not (properly ® 
ſpeaking) their Authority: For all proper Authority 
1s relative to thoſe who owe regard and ſubjection to 
it; and thus, the Authority of Scripture is that Pow- 
er or Vertue which it has (as being the Word of 
God) to oblige us to believe and practice what 
it declares and enjoins: Which (if Words have any * 
meaning) is its Authority as fo us. So that either 
this is a diſtinction without a difference; or at leaſt 
it is quite impertinent to the matter in debate. But 
tho' it were never ſo proper and pertinent, Ladd, 
2. It is utterly falſe that the Church has any fuch 
Authority, upon which the Authority of Scrip- 
ture 2s fo us depends. For we have ſeen already, 
that this Authority of Scripture ariſes from, and 
therefore muſt depend upon, its being the Werd of 
| God, This, and not the authoritative Declaration 


of the Church that it is ſo, is what gives it its bind- 


ing Force, even as te us. Well, but fill it is ask- 
ed over again, How do you know that theſe Scrip- 
Bl rurcs are the Word of God but by the Teſtimony 
of the Church? So that after all, Recourſe mu 


be had to her Authority, To which I anſwer over © 


again, That as I have other Proofs beſides the Te- 
ſtimony of the Church, by which I am induced to 
believe the Scriptures to be the Word of God; ſa 


* 


— 
he Teſtimony of the Church is ſo different a thing 
from its Authority, that I may credit the former in 
his caſe, without ſubmitting to the latter. St. 
Paul ſays to the Ephefians (what is equan'y true of 
ne whole Chriſtian Church) J are built upon the 
Foundation of the Prophets and Apeſiles, Feſus Chrift 
Pimſelf being the chief Corner-Stone q; i. e. not the 
Perſons of the Prophets, Apoſtles, and Jeſus Chriſt, 
put the Doctrines and Truths taught by them, and 
contained in the Scriptures, are the Foundation 
Fon which the Church is built: All the Authority 
Band Privileges therefore with which this Church 1s 
Finveſted, muſt ſtand upon the ſame Bottom; i. e. 
Fupon Scripture: And to ſay Truth, hither they re- 
ftfer us for the Proof of them. Is this conſiſtent 
with their ſaying, That the Authority of Scripture, 
Jas to us, depends upon the Authority of the Church? 
hat, does the Church receive Authority from 
Scripture with one Hand, and give Authority to 
Scripture with the other? Do the Foundation and 
Puperſtrucure change Places, and * become 
poth to each other ? In defiance of theſe, and a 
Treat many more ſuch Abſurdities, it is till infiſted 
| Fon that the Church has this Authority. And Sta- 
pleton will tell you, That though Hermas's Paſtor is 
indeed an Apocryphal Book, yet the Church might 
if ſhe had pleaſed have decreed it to be a Canonical 
Tone, and obliged her Children to have received it 
Ss ſuch. What ſhall we ſay to ſuch an Aſſertion? 
am not the firſt who has been led by it, to call to 
mind what Tertullian and Chryſoſtom ſay, upon Oc- 
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Feaſion of the Senate of Rome's Authority to judge 
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and determine, what Gods ſhould be owned and . 
worſhipped by che Romans. The former ſays, AJ. . 
mong you, Deity is examined into juſt as Men pleaſe; 
and unleſs the God whoſe Deity they are enquiring in. 
Fo pleaſes them, he ſhall be no God for them *, The 
latter fays, That the Roman Senate has this Dignity | 
or Privilege, to vote for, and admit into the Number | 
of their Gods . May it not be ſaid in the ſame | 
manner of Rome Papal, That unleſs Scripture 


pleaſes them it ſhall not be Scripture ; and that 
What Books ſhall be, and have the Authority of, 
— Scripture, is to be carried by their Votes, and de- 
 cermined by their Decree ? Bur | 
as it is) calls for a gtaver Anſwer: Take the fol- 
lowing one. Hermas either did, or he did not, 
write the Book called Paſtor under divine Inſpira- 
tion 3 and conſequently, it either was, or was not, 
Canonical (i. e. an authoritative Rule of Faith and 
Manners) as foon as he had publiſhed it, and before 
the Church had determined any thing about it. If 
it was, there was no need of the Authority of the 
Church to give Authority to the Book ; for by the 
fame Reaſons by which it was proved to be written | 


by Inſpiration, it was proved to be of divine Autho- 


That the ſame Reaſoning will ſerve, as to all Books, 
whether really or pretendedly belonging to the Ca- 


r Apud 90s de human ne, Utaespeniatr 3 nl get 
Deus placueric, Deus non erit. Testul. Apol. C. 5. P. 6. Ed. Rigaltii 


Ann. 1634. . 
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ut the Claim (inſolent 


rity: If it was not, no Authotity in the World 
could make it ſuch. You will pleaſe to obſerve, | 


<6 


J Taulw dx; dbier [marg. 7 Sciar] XS He Y ive elf. | 
f Op. v. 3. p. 686, El bt "| 


hon; and effectually diſprove any Intereſt that the 
d Authority of the Church has in this Matter. I go 
Fon to the Third Propoſition. 
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„nter pretation. 


7 ecreed, That © it belongs to the Church to judge 


and that no Perſon ſhall dare to interpret it in 
Matters relating to Faith and Manners, to any 
* Senſe contrary to that which the Church has held, 


Fare referred, you ſee, to the Church, and to the 
25% SET. \ Co = 0 
3 Chriſtians to the Decrees of Popes or Councils, or to 


cus Man in the World to come at the Senſe of Scrip- 
Opinion, as to the Senſe of all the Texts of Scri 


any one Text of Scripture, about the Senſe of which 
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ny Man alive to prove, that the Fathers unanimouſ- 


. 


* Conc, Trid, Sell. 4. Decrer, de Edit. & uſu Sacr. Libr, 


III. That the Church hath Authority to inter- 
ret and fix the Senſe of Scripture ; and that all 
hriſtians are obliged to receive and ſubmit to her 

Thus the Council. of Trent hath. 


of the true Senſe and Interpretation of Scripture, 


J ce and does ſtill hold, or contrary to the unanimous 
«© Conſent of the Fathers *. In which Words we 


Junanimous Conſent of the Fathers, for the true 
Senſe and Interpretation of Scripture. Now to pals 
Aby the ridiculous Abfurdity of referring private 
the Writings of the Fathers, which they have neither 
Loeiſure nor Skill to conſult; I would fain know 
XZ how. it is poſſible for the moſt learned and labori- 


ture this Way? Has the Church it ſelf (mean by it 
what you will) always been uniformly of the ſame 


10 ture, which ſhe. has interpreted? If this ſhould be 
I pretended, the contrary may eaſily be ſhewn. Take 


JJ Proteſtants and Papiſts diſagree, and I will defy a- 
9 ly agree in that Interpretation of it, which the Pa- 


piſts 


9 


piſts contend for, againſt the Proteſtants. How 3 
then is it pofſible to find the Senſe of Scripture this | 
way, when the Church it ſelf has not always, and 
in All Points, been of the ſame Mind; when the 
Fathers are far from always Yb with them- | 


_ ſelves, or with one another; and when the Docs | 


* 4 . | ; : | | 3 
trines and Interpretations of the Church of Rome 


on the one Hand, and the Fathers on the other, are 
in many Inſtances ſo widely different? But that 
which is more directly to my preſent Purpoſe, is, 
to ſhew that though we could come at that Inter- 
pretation of Scripture which the Church holds, and 
the Fathers agree in; though this might afford a fa- 
vourable Preſumption that ſuch Interpretation is 
right; yet it does by no means follow from hence, 
that the Church may authoritatively fix the Senſe of 
| Scripture; or that no Man may in any caſe (be the 
| Reaſons never ſo good) differ ' Frag or reject her In- 
terpretation. Our Adverſaries charge us with Pride 
and Diſobedience, a Spirit of Faction and Rebelli- | 
on, for not blindly ſubmitting to the Decrees of the 
Church: But the Charge is an unjuſt one. They 
know, or may know (for it has often been declared) 
that we are ready to pay all proper Deference to the 
Judgment of wiſe and learned Men: And when a 
great Number, and a long Succeſſion of ſuch, can 
be ſhewn to have agreed in the Interpretation of a- 
ny Texts of Scripture; eſpecially if ſuch their A- 
greement appears to have proceeded from ſober En- 
quiry, and thorough Conviction, without Preju- 
dice or corrupt Biaſs; we own that great Regard is 
to be had to them, and that ſuch their Interpreta- 
tion is not lightly to be rejected or departed: * : 
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Hut ſtill we cannot ſubmit to them as Lordi of cu 
Fuith: We are ready to hear them and learn of 
them; but we can ſee no Reaſon why they ſhould 
be to us inſtead of Chriſt, or expect from us that 
implicit Submiſſton which is due to him only, and 
thoſe commiſſioned by him, and inſpired by his 
Spirit. He that is any thing verſed in the Writings 
of the Papiſts, bas often found them boaſting of 
their omnes, ſemper, & ubique ; The whole Church, 
all the Fathers, at all Times, and in all Places, a- 
greeing in their Doctrines and Interpretations of 
Scripture, They have been often anſwered (and I 
believe Proteſtants are ſtill of the ſame Mind) that as 
to any Points in which they can ſhew /uch.an Agree- 
meent, we will not oppoſe or contradict them. But 
then as we know that ſuch Agreement can never be 
ſhewyn, in any of the Points in Difference betwixt 
them and us; ſo we take leave farther to declare, 
that even in this caſe, our giving in to, and not op- 
poſing Points ſo agreed, would be owing to a rati- 
onal Perſuaſion, that things ſo univerſally main. 
tained muſt be true, and not to an Opinion of any 
proper Authority the Perſons ſo agreeing have over 
us in theſe Matters. You ſee then that we are rea- 
dy to pay to Church and Fathers all proper Defe- 
rence and Regard ; and where they have Reaſon or 
Scipture on their Side, we have no Inclination to 
diſagree with them. But it is Authority which is 
claimed; it is blind Submiſſion that is required; 
without which all the reſt (it is pretended) ſignifies 
nothing. Let us ſee then upon what this Authority 
to interpret Scripture for us, and this Demand of 
implicit Submiſſion from us, is founded. Is it up- 
ns OS ä . on 
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on Scripture ; or any Promiſe there given them, of 
afl infallible Guidance by the Spirit of God, in 
theſe Matters? Their Proofs of this ſort; Will be 
_ conſidered and confuted when I come to the Point 
of Infallibility. Is it that they have greater natural 
Abilities or acquired Advantages, for interpreting 
Scripture, than Proteſtants have? Beſides, that this 
can never be proved, and need not be granted; we 
are firmly perſuaded, that ſuch Freedom of Enqui- 
ry as Proteſtants plead for, and exerciſe in interpret- 
ing Scripture, is an Advantage for coming at the 
true Senſe of it; which thoſe of the Church of Rome, 
who are bound down by the Decree of Popes and 
Councils, and the Opinions of Fathers, muſt neceſ- 
ſäarily want: And after all, ſuppoſing they had theſe 
ſuperior abilities and advantages; cho upon this 
account it might be fit to attend to, and conſider 
whether the Senſe they fix on Scripture be the true 
one; yet it would by no means prove them to be 
Authoritative Interpreters. Is it that they uſe pro- 
perer Means, take fitter Methods to come at the 
Senſe of Scripture than we do; and that therefore 
their Authority in this Matter, ſhould. be owned 
and fubmitted to? We ſay they do not; but howe- 
ver let any impartial Perſon judge between us. We 
think the proper methods to be taken for this Pur- 
poſe, are to conſult the Scriptures in the Original 
Languages; to compare the more obſcure and diffi- 
cult Texts of it, with thoſe which ſpeak of the 
ſame Matters more plainly and intelligibly; not to 
under ſtand any particular Texts of Scripture in ſuch 
a Senſe, as contradicts, or is inconſiſtent with, the 
whole Deſign and Tenour of /it ; to attend diligent- 
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ly to all ſuch Circumſtances of Perſons writing or 
written to, Time, Place, &c. which may give Light 
to the Matter we are enquiring after ; in ſhort, the 
very ſame Methods which all Men of Senſe take, to 
underſtand Writings of any other ſort, in which 
they meet wich difficulties: And he that on account 
of the Importance and Sacredneſs of the Matters en- 
quired into, ſhall add fervent Prayer to the Father 


of Lights, and his utmoſt Care to keep his Mind 


free from Luſt, Paſſion, and corrupt Prejudices; 


as he may reckon upon it, that he will not be left 


ignorant of any Truth neceſſary to Salvation, nor 
ſuffered to fall into any damnable Error; ſo he bids 
fair for coming at the true Senſe of Scripture, even 
in Matters of leſs Moment. . 


hut all theſe methods (ſay our Adverſaries) are 
inſufficient, and have been found unſucceſsful; 

thoſe who pretend to make uſe of them ſtill differ 
in their Interpretation of Scripture. I Anſwer, 


that tho they may differ in matters of leſs Importance, 


yet there is no Reaſon to think that thoſe who ho- 
neſtly uſe theſe. methods, ſhall ever be ſuffer d to err 
in any Points abſolutely neceſſary to their Salvation. 
Let us ſee however, what are thoſe better and 
ſurer methods which they follow: Stapleton reckons 


up four of them: the Rule of Faith, (of which 


Tradition is a part); the Practice of the Church; the 
Senſe of Scripture in which the Fathers agree; and the 


; Senſe decread by Councils: Theſe you are to follow 


and you cannot err; and theſe are the only ſure me- 
thods of Interpreting Scripture. As to the firſt - of 
theſe, the Rule of Faith; ſo far as they mean Scrip- 
ture by it, we are agreed; for they know we own 
%% ee od = 
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Scripture to be the beſt help to interpret | Scripture. 


But when they take in unwritten Traditionas a part 


of the Rule of Faith, and tell us that Scripture is to 
be Interpreted by that; we reject it, as being for 


many reaſons utterly unfit for any ſuch Purpoſe : 
particularly as being it ſelf much more obſecure, 


uncertain, and doubrful, than Scripture which is to | 
be interpreted by the help of it. And then as to the 

bother three methods preſcrib'd; ſurely nothing was 
ever more impertinent ; it is a direct taking for gran- 


ted, the Point in debate: the Enquiry is, what are 
the beſt methods of e Pw, and coming at the 


Senſe of Scripture? the anſwer is, Follow the Church, 


Fathers, and Councils: i. e. don't Interpret or judge 
of the Senſe of it, (tho this is the very thing propos d 
to be done) but blindly follow the Interpretation and 


_  Senſeof it, which others have Authoritatively de- 
termin'd beforehand. For tho theſe are called me- 


thods or means of interpreting Scripture; and by our 
being directed to them for that purpoſe, one might 


be apt to conclude that we were to fix the Senſe of 


Scripture by the uſe of theſe means ; and to judge 


. how far they are or are not uſeful for thatpurpole; yet 
Il˙ can aſſure you that no ſuch thing is intended or will 


be allow'd ; ſo far from it, that the Council of Trent 
(as you have heard) has decreed, that no man ſhall 


dare to interpret Scripture to any Senſe, contrary to 
that which the Church holds, and the Fathers agree 

in: And let who will ſer about the work of inter- 

- preting Scripture, tho he be never ſo well qualifyd 

for it; at his peril be it, if in matters of Faith or 

Manners, he departs a hair's breadth from what is 


' before determin d to be the true Senſe of it. So that 


you 
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ou ſee after all, when they talk of private Perſons 
nterpreting Scripture, and ſeem to direct to what 
they call proper methods of judging of the true Senſe 


of it; they really mean no ſuch thing, nor will allow 


any ſuch Priviledge roany bodybut their own Church: 


nay, if they would Speak conſiſtently, they muſt all 
of them own, what a very powerful party among 


them aſſert and maintain; that the Authority of in- 


ter preting Scripture is inherent in his Holineſs the 
Pope: for their Rule of Faith, is that which the 


Pope approves; their Uſage and Practice of the 
Church, is what he pleaſes to obſerve himſelf, and 


direct others to obſerve; the Interpretation of the 


Fathers, is what he ſees fit to follow; and the De- 


erees of Councils are then only binding, when he 


has graciouſly vouchſaf d to confirm them. «© 
There is another Argument upon whichthey lay 


very great Streſs, in proving this Authority of the 


Church to interpret Scripture. I will juſt mention 


it here, tho it will be more fully confider'd and 
anſwer' d under the head of Infallibility. It is thus: 


Scripture (they tell us) is an unſensd Letter, (tis 


their own Expreſſion). It has no determinate mean- 


ing or ſignification of its own ; and in order to un- 


derſtand it rightly, it is neceſſary that ſome body 


ſhou'd have Authority to interpret and fix the Senſe 


of it: This Power (they ſay) Chriſt has given to 
the Church; and who ſo fit for it? Who ſo likely 
to make a good uſe of it? That we may not be 


impos d upon by this ſpecious Argument; It muſt 
be remember'd that there is a wide Difference be- 


tween interpreting Scripture by the beſt helps, and 


in the beſt manner we can; and doing it authorita- 


tively 5 
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tively, ſo as to oblige the Conſciences of Men to 
receive and ſubmit to our Interpretation, without 
varying from it or daring to contradict it. The 
former we ſay the Chriſtian Church, and every 
Member of it, may do, and are allow'd and encou- 
Tag'd by their Saviour to do it: Nay, if they ſet 
honeſtly about it, they may hope for and reckon | 
upon ſuch divine Aſſiſtance, as will ſecure them | 
from any ſuch miſtakes as will prove damnable at 
laſt: The latter, is what neither this nor any other 
Argument in the World will ever prove. For any 
Man to ſay that Scripture is an wnſens'd Letter, 
which has no certain ſenſe or meaning till the 
Church determines what that ſenſe or meaning is ; 
js talking either very impertinently, or very impu- 
dently : If they intend by it, that the Words or Let- 
ters of Scripture, as written or printed on Paper, 
are mere arbitrary marks, and have no meaning in 
them; it is utterly impertinent : For this is equal- 
ly true of all the Books and Writings in the World; 
it is as true of their interpretation of Scripture 
when committed to Paper, as of Scripture itſelf. 
If they intend by it, that the Letters and Words of 
Seripture are not fitted to convey to, or excite in 
our Minds, any certain and determinate _— 
it is horridly impudent : It is a bold affront to the 
bleſſed God, and an unworthy diſparagement of the 
"Revelation he has vouchſaf'd us in his Word. Are 
we then to think, that tho Men can by writing or 
ſpeaking convey their meaning to each other, with 


all the certainty that is needful; yet that the blefſled | 
God cannot? Or ſhall we ſay, that tho' he could, yet | 
he would not? Even when he was giving us a Book 


which 
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which could be of no uſe to us any farther than it was 
underſtood; concerning which he himſelf declares, 
that it is profitable to all neceſſary purpoſes, and able 
to make us wile to Salvation. In ſhort, if this au- 
thoritative claim is a juſt one, Scripture (for ought. 
1 ſee) deſerves this, and all the reſt of the diſparag- 
ing things, they have ſaid about it: For upon this 
Suppoſition, it can be of no uſe to us, nor have we 
any need of it: If it has no determinate meaning. 
till che Church by Inſpiration fixes one, to what 
purpoſe was it to commit the divine will to writ- 
ing? For any good end it anſwers, it ſeems to us, 
God might as well conſtantly, or as occaſion of- 
fer d, have reveal'd his Will to Popes and Councils, 
to be by them handed out to particular Chriſtians 
as be oblig'd ſtill to reveal the true ſenſe and mean- 
ing of thoſe writings. The ſuppoſition therefore 
upon which this Argument proceeds, is you ſee both 
mpudent and falſe; and the Conſequence drawn 
from it, that therefore the Church may and can 
aut boritutively and infallibly interpret theſe un- 
meaning Scriptures, is of a Piece with it; as I ſhall 
ſhew you more my 19 and by. I go on toa fourth 
Claim. 224 
IV. That fince many Thing which ought to be 
= believed and done, are not at all contained in Scrip- 
| rure,:the Church hath Authority to decree and en- 
join theſe Things as neceſſary to Salvation; and all 
Chriſtians are thereupon obliged to believe and 
practiſe accordingly. I readily own, that upon ſome 
Occaſions, the Popiſo Writers themſelves will fome 
of them ſay Things utterly inconfiſtent with this 
Claim. Thus, e. g. Bellarmin tells us. in one Place 


of 
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he himſelf ſays elſewhere) That no Propoſition can 
be [de fide} an Article of Faith, but what is reveal- 
cd in Scripture *. Others of them have in Words 
expreſly diſclaimed all Power in the Church to coin 


you, that many of them claim this Authority for 
the Church; and that all of them hold ſuch Prin- 
ciples from which it muſt neceſſarily follow; tho” 


+ 


when it ſerves their Purpoſe they would ſeem to 


may propoſe and define Matters of Faith, without 
any evident, or ſo much as probable, Teſtimony: of 


hold ſuch Principles from which it neceſſarily fol- 
lows, that the Church has Authority to decree ma- 


that Tradition unwritten, is a part of the Rule of 


 * Sciendum eſt enim, propoſitionem fidei concludi tali ſyllogiſmo.. | 
Quicquid Deus revelavit in Scripturis eſt verum: Hos Deus revela- 


C. 10. Reſp, ad Arg. 15. 


of his Writings (though it plainly contradicts what 


diſclaim it. Many of them expreſly claim it: Thus, 
e. g. Melchior Canus ſays, There are many Things 
belonging to the Faith of Chriſtians, which are 
neither manifeſtly nor obſcurely contained in the 
ſacred Scriptures. Stapleton will tell you, That 
many Things neceſſary to be believed, in order to 
Salvation, are not comprehended in the Scriptures, 
but are recommended to us only by the Authority 
of the Church. And elſewhere, That the Church 


Scripture. I might add many more, if it were 
needful : But I go on, to ſhew you, That they all 


ny Things as neceſſary to Salvation, which the 
Scripture takes no Notice of. They all maintain, 


Faith, and fo be receeved with the ſame pious Affecti- 


vit in Scripturis : Ergo hoc eſt verum. Bellarm. De Verb. Dei L. 3. 


on 


new Articles of Faith. But it will be eaſy to ſhew | 


* 


1250 


&n and Revrrente, that is due to Scripture l. Now 


by the Help of this fame Tradition, they know a 


Power of Things, of which our Bibles ſay never a 


Word. And as you heard before concerning Scrip- 

ture, that its Authority, as fo vs, depends upon the 
Authority of the Church, and that it has no cer 
tain meaning other than what the Church is plea- 


| ſed to put upon it, and propoſe to us to be believ- 
ed; So they tell us as to unwritten Traditions too, 
that tho' they come either rom the Mouth of Chrift 


himſelf, or were dictated by the Holy Spirit, and have 
Been handed down by a continued Succeſſion ; yet 
that they receive all their Authority from the 


Church : i. e. If theſe Traditions relate to Matters 
of Faith, no Man is obliged to believe them ; or i 
they relate to Manners, no Man is obliged to ob- 


ſerve them, as neceſſary to Salvation; 'till the 
Church has declared and propoſed them to be ſo: 
But then, as ſoon as ever the Church has 8 


ſed with her Authority, to propoſe and declare 
them as neceſſary to Salvation, immediately they 
are ſo. Would you think it? To believe the per- 
petual Virginity of the bleſſed Virgin ſhall be an 


Article of Faith; and to faſt in Lent ſhall be a pi- 
ous Practice, neceflary to Salvation; if the Church 


pleaſes to propoſe and declare them ſuch. On the 

other Hand; To believe that God is in Chriſt Feſus 

reconciling the World unto himſelf, and to pray to 

God in the Name of Chriſt Jeſus ; ſhall neither of 

them be neceſſary to Salvation, till the Church de- 

clares them to be ſo. Nay, you could never know 
0 


„ Conc. Trid. Seff 4. Decrer: de Canon Scripturis. 
D 10 that 


+ Conc, Trid, ibid. 
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that the former is a Chriſtian Doctrine, and the 
latter à Chriſtian Duty, unleſs the Church had told 

| you that ſuch and ſuch Texts of Scripture are to be 
interpreted to this Senſe; and had, by her Authori- 
ty, declared them neceſſary to Salvation. 


* 


I am apt to think, this will appear ſtrange, and 


ſound harſhly to Proteſtant Ears; but I can tell you 2 


ſomewhat elſe, which, it may be, you will wonder 
at as much: Some of their own Authors are ingenu- . 

ous enough to own, that all thoſe Doctrines and 

Practices of the Church, whoſe Author and Origi- 


nau is not to be found in Scripture, I 
oned Apoſtolical Traditions: and they own that 


the following are of this ſort : St. Peter's having 
been at Rome, and the Primacy of the Biſhop of 


that See; the Sacrifice of the Altar; real Preſence ; 


Communion in one kind; private Maſs ; the keep- 
ing and adoring the conſecrated Hoſt ; the Sacra- 
ments of Confirmation, Orders, Matrimony, Pe- 
nance, and extreme Unction; the Neceſſity of au- 
ricular Confeſſion to a Prieſt; Indulgences; Pur- 
gatory; and in ſhort, almoſt every Point in Diffe- 
rence between them and us: And yet after all, theſe 
very Men, when they debate theſe Points with Pro- 
teſtants, have the Face to quote Scripture to us in 
Defence of them, after owning that they are not 
founded upon Scripture, but only upon Apoſtolical 
Tradition. Authority and Infallibility will it ſeems 
bear them out, in doing what we fallible Hereticks 
think very ſtrange things. It falls not within my 
Province to detect the Falſhood and Forgery of theſe 
unwritten Traditions, by the Help of which ſuch 
marvellous Feats are to be done: But after having 


ſhewn 
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ſhewn you that they ha 


Authority, in the cleareſt and moſt intelligible man- 


ner; lat firſt thought it might be proper to begin with 
enquiring, Whether abſolutely every thing which the 
Church may ſee fit to propoſe and declare neceſſary 
to be believed and done in order to Salvation, be for 
that Reaſon, and that Reaſon only, /o neceſſary? If 
the Anſwer had been (as ſurely it ought to be) No; 


I ſhould have gone on and reaſon d thus: It follows 
therefore, that beſides the authoritative Propoſition 
and Declaration of the Church, there muſt be ſome- 


what either in the Nature of the Things themſelves, 
or in the Source and Original from whence they de- 
rive, which contributes (at leaſt) towards their being 


neceſſary to Salvation, and without which it would 
not be fit, even for the Church itſelf, to declare them 
ſo. And from hence I deſigned to have concluded the 


very Point I was to prove, that therefore it is not the 


Church's authoritative Propoſition and Declaration 


only, that can make theſe things neeeſſary to be be- 
| lieved and done in order to Salvation. And I am 
fully perſuaded, that if the Enquiry juſt now men- 


| tioned, be anſwered in the negative, this Reaſon- 


have made many Things to be 
de fide, and neceflary to Salvation, which they own. 
have no other Foundation; it is my Buſineſs to prove 
to you, that they have no Authority to do ſo: And 
to ſhew you moreover, that as to thoſe Things which 
are contained in Scripture, their being Articles of 
Faith, and neceſſary to Salvation, depends, not upon 
the authoritative Propoſition or Declaration of the 
Church, but upon their having this Streſs laid upon 
them in Scripture it ſelf. As I was muſing with 
my ſelf, how to propoſe my Argument againit ſuch 
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ing thereupon, would be unanſwerably concluſire. 
But 1 foon ſaw Reaſon to alter my Method of Ar- | 

guing; becauſe I ſuſpected whether I might not 
be anſwer d in the affirmative; that abſolutely | 
every thing which the Church may ſee fit to pro- 
poſe and declare neceffary to Salvation, is ſo, for 
that reaſon, and that Reaſon only. For why ſhould 
T imagine any thing to be too abſurd for the Church 
of Rome to decree neceſſary to be believ'd, after it 
has decreed the Doctrine of 'Tranſubſtantiation ne: 
ceſſary to be believd? Why ſhould I think any 
thing could be too trifling for that Chürch to re-. 
quire, which has recommended Pilgrimages to the 
Churches and Reliques of dead Saints? Why ſhould. 
I rake it for granted, that any thing was fo mon- 
 ſtrouſly bad and wicked, that the Authority of the 
Church urſelf cannot make it neceſſary to be be-; 
liev'd or done; when their great Champion Bellar. 

min has told us in ſo many Words *, that if the 


| Pope thro* miſtake, ſhould command Vice and for- 
bid Vertue, the Church (unleſs. ſhe would fin a- 
gainſt Conſcience) would be oblig'd to believe that ice 
is good and Vertue evil? Theſe things conſider'd, I. 
Choſe to proceed thus: The Adyocates, of Rome 
will T ſuppoſe own, that Whatever the Church 
might do, ſhe never has, nor ever will propoſe or 
declare any thing as neceſſary to Salvation, but what 
is founded eithet upon Scripture or Apoſtolical Tra- 
dition; for one or both, theſe, is always pleaded. a 
Fides Catholica docet, omnem virtutem eſſe bonam, omne vitinm 
eſſe malum: Si autem Papa erraret pre. ipiendo. vitia, vel prohibeoda ._ 
| vircutes, teneretur Eccleha credere vitia elle bona, & virtures malas, q 
pitt vellet contra Couſcientiam peccare. Bellarm. De Rom. Pontif. L. 34. 
„ the 


er en 


the. ground of what ſhe decrees : Now the Apoſtles 
from.wham Scripture and theſe Traditions are faid 
to haye come ,down to us, either knew that thoſe 
chinge which the, Chureh takes thence and decrees 

or propoſes as ngceflary to Salvation, were indeed 
E to Salvation; or they did not know: it: 
Attend now to the. Conſequences, which ever way 


this queſtion is. anſwer' d. If they did know it, 
they either declar d it to, or they conceal'd it from, 


| thoſe to whom they preach d“: Surely it won't be 


aid that they conceal'd any ching that was abſolutely 


neceſſary to Salvation; this wou'd be charging them 


1 with unfaithfulneſs to their Truſt: Particularly as to 


gt. Paul, it wou' d be charging him with high Pre- 
ſumption, for proneuneing even an Angel from Hea- 


ven, or any Man upon. Barth, accurſed, who thow'd: 
preach. any other Goſpel +, than that which he and 
the. reſt, of the Apoſtles had received themſelves 
and, taught to others: It would be giving him the 


lie for having ſaid to the Elders of che Church of 


Epbeſus whom he ſent for to Miletus, that he had 
kept back not bing that was profitable, and therefore 


to be ſure nothing that was neceſſary; and again 


that he had not ſhunned to declare to them all the 
Counſel of God *, So that I think we may 3 


to affirm, that neither he nor any other of the / 

ſtles conceal'd any thing which they knew to 5 
neceſſary to Salvation: Every thing of this ſort 
therefore that they knew, they certainly declar'd; 


and if they declar d it to be neceſſary to W 
I. can't. imagine what need there can be of the 


Vid. Chilling. Ch. 4. seg. 18. Pp. m. 144 146. 196 iy, 
#. AQ. 20. 20, 27. 


- * 2 2 * 1 n 4 N * * 
2 * * * N 
= : 9 
8 
. * 
b 
* 


Church's e . and Degen z 
or how there can be any Authority, any where, to 
decree what ſhall be neceſſary to Salvation; other 
then that of the Apoſtles themſelves, under Chriſt 
the Head of the Church. Let us ſee now what 
follows upon ſuppoſition the Queſtion ſhould be 
anſwer d the other way ; 7, e. that the Apoſtles did 
nut know, concerning ſome of thoſe things ground. 
ed upon Scriprure, or Tradition proceeding from 
them, that they were neceſſary to Salvation; but 
which being ſo in themſelves, (tho They did not 
know it) the Church hath ſince declar'd them to 
be ſo. If this is the Caſe, I would fain be told 
how the Church ſince the Apoſtles Days, came to 
know more fully and compleatly what is neceſſary 
to Salvation, than the Apoſtles themſelves did: 1 
don't know that ſhe pretends to any new Revelati- - 
ons of this ſort ; and if ſhe ſhould pretend to them, 
we ſhould expect otherguiſe Proofs of their com- 
ing from God, than I think her able to produce: 
And yet I cannot devize how the Church of Rome 
ſhould come to know more than the Apoſtles, but 
by new Revelation. I can think of but one pofli- 
ble way of evading the force of this Reaſoning, 
and that is ſo poor an one that it ſcarce deſerves to 
be regarded: It is thus; that the Church neither 5 
knows, nor pretends to know, better then the A 
ſtles what is neeeſſary to Salvation ; but the A 
files might know ſeveral things, which tho' they 
were not neceſſary to Salvation in their Days, would 
Ill become neceſſary in after Times; and therefore 
Ill took Care to hand them down to the Church by 
LF radition, that ſhe might exerciſe her Authority in 


young 


3 1 
propoſing and declating them to be neceſſary to 
Salvation at ſuch Times and in ſuch Circumſtances, 

as ſhe in her great Prudence and Infallible Judg- 
ment thought fit. But let us conſider; Things ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation at one time and not at another? 

Neceſſary in our Days, and not ſo in the Days of the 
Apoſtles? Neceſſary to Chriſtians of later Ages, and 

not ſo to the primitive Chriſtians? Sure this cannot 


be true: I always thought that to be the Chriſtian 


Faith, which was once (and at once) delivered to the 
Saints by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. But to let that 
paſs: If this was the caſe, methinks the Apoſtles 
ſhould have taken care to leave it upon record, or at 
leaſt to have given us ſome Rint in Scripture, that 
more would be neceſſary to Salvation in after times 
than was then: And yet I cannot find any thing like 
this (but a great deal to the contrary) in all the 
New Teſtament. But it may be, though Scripture 
 fays nothing of this ſort, Tradition does; and that 
you know, ſerves their Purpoſe full as well: I do 
not remember ever yet to have heard of any ſuch 
Tradition; but if ever I ſhould, it will appear to me 
ſo very unlikely to have proceeded from the Apoſtles, 
that I ſhall ſtrongly ſuſpect it of Forgery, and de- 
mand very clear Proofs of its Genuineneſs, before I 
give Credit to it. I go on to the fifth and laſt Pro- 
_ poſition. j! 
V. That the Church has Authority to judge and 
determine in all Controverſies relating to matters of 
Faith; and that Chriſtians are obliged to be deter- 
mined by, and ſubmit to, her Judgment and Deciſi- 
on. I need not ſpend your time in proving that ſuch 
Authority is claim'd in behalf of the Church: Coun- 


Jude, ver. 3. 


cils 


* 
— 


eils have ſo often, and Pope do ſò continually exer- 
ciſe it; calling all thoſe Hereticks and accurſed (and 
as far as they have it in their Power treating them as 
ſuch) who oppoſe the Church's Decrees, or who, in 
any Controverſies of Faith which ariſe, decline her 
Judgment, and refuſe ſubmiſſion to her Determina- 
tions; that there can be no need of farther Evidence. 
Let us ſee how this Claim is ſupported: By much 
the ſame ſort of Proofs (we ſhall find) as the former; 
particularly the third, To interpret and give the 
Senſe of Scripture, which has no certain Senſe till 
the fixes it: and from what was faid in Confutation 
of that, this before us might ſufficiently be diſpro- 
ved: So that I ſhall need to ſay the leſs upon it here. 
Briefly thus: If they can but perſuade you to take 
three Steps with them (they are pretty large ones 
indeed) the Point will be proved: There muſt be a 
Judge of Controverſies; Scripture is not fit to be, 
nor can poſſibly be, that Judge; the Church and ſhe 
alone is fit for that Office, and inveſted with this 
Authority, by Chriſt her inviſible Head; and 
therefore ſhe has this Authority, and is in the right 
to exerciſe and employ it. That there muſt be a 
Judge of Controverſies, meaning thereby a living, 
ay and an infallible one; they all affirm with the 
utmoſt Confidence: Their Proofs of which will be 
conſidered preſently. That Scripture is not fit to be, 
cannot poſſibly be, this Judge, they are very poſi- 
tive; nor will we contradict them, if they mean a 


living and infallible Judge, according to the ſtrict 


meaning of that Word: But then we ſay, that theſe 

Scriptures are very fit, nay the fitteſt thing in the 
World, to be the Rule by which Chriſtians ſnould 
judge and determine all Diſputes concerning Matters 


of 
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of Faith; as will no doubt be proved to you in the 
next Diſcourſe. Well, but the Church, .z. e. (for 
ſo they mean) the Pope, or a Council, or the Pope 
preſiding in a Council, and confirming its Decrees, 
Is fit to be, and endowed with Infallibility that it 
may be, this Judge of Controverſies. That it has 
no ſuch Infallibility ſhall be proved hereafter : and 
that ſhe is ſo far from being the only fir Judge, a8 
not to be at all fit for that Office, is plain from 
hence; that in all theſe Controverſies he i a par- 
ty; and her Power and Authority, her Temporal 
Grandeur and Intereſt, are ſo nearly concerned in 
them, that it is not to be expected ſhe ſhould exer- 
ciſe this Office with Equity and Impartiality. And 
if I had time for it I could ſhew you, that from the 
time ſhe firſt began to claim this authoritative and 
_ infallible Judgment, ſhe has us'd it in ſo corrupt and 
arbitrary a manner, as has quite forfeited her Repu- 
tation for Honeſty and Integrity; and as muſt ef- 
fectually diſcourage all who are not in her Intereſts, 


from ſubmitting to her Tribunal, 


— 9 ' 


Lou have now heard the Claims of the Church 
of Rome, for Authority in matters of Faith; You 
have heard too, ſome Part of what we have to fay 
| (for all could not be faid in this compaſs of Time) 

for the Confutation of them, If, wondering at the 
Exorbitancy of theſe Claims, you ſhould ask, How 
ſhe could ever have the Inſolence to make them ? I 


| * Quarendi ſunt Judices : Si Chriſtiani de utraque parte dari non 
poſſunt; quia ſtudiis veritas impeditur, De fozis querendus ell Juden: 
Si Paganus, non poteſt noſſe Chriſtiana ſecreta. Si Judwus, inimicus eſt 
Chriſtiani Baptiſmatis: Ergo in terris de hae re nullum poterit reperiri 
judicium; de cœlo quætendus eſt judex, Sed ut quid pulſamus ad cœ- 

lum, cum habeamus hic in Evangelio Teſtamentum $ Optaf. Milev. ado. 
Þarm. L. 5. P. 100. Ed. Lutet, 1076. Fol. e | 
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take the true Account of the Matter to be thus: 


That between Scripture and the Church of Rome, 
there is a moſt irreconcileable Difference: Both can- 
not poſſibly be in the right: If Scripture be true, 
many of her Doctrines muſt be falſe; great part of 


her Worſhip muſt be idolatrous; many of her Prac- 
rices abſurd and ſuperſtitious ; and her whole Po w- 

er and Form of Government ufurp'd, arbitrary and 
tyrannical. She ſeems therefore to have put on a 
bold Face, and to have reſolved, that Scripture ſhall 

have no more Authority, no other Meaning, than 
ſhe is graciouſly pleaſed to allow ; and if any thing, 


not to be met with in Scripture, is found neceſſary 
to defend her Cauſe, and juſlify her Tyranny ., 


Tradition ſhall be applied to, to furniſh it out: Tra-- 


dition which ſhe can forge, alter, and make to ſay 

_ Juſt what the pleaſes. 5 
1 é8go on now to the other Point, INFALLIBILITY. 
Their Pretence to whieh is in itſelf ſo monſtrouſly 
in ſolent and abſurd ; ſo utterly void of all ſolid 


Proof; fo plainly contradictory to Hiſtory and in- 


_ diſputable Facts; ſuch a baretac'd Attempt to im- 
- 3 upon the Reaſon and common Senſe of Man- 


d, and to bring them into a State of the moſt ab- 


5 ject Slavery; that it is really wonderful (to thoſe 


who are not acquainted with the myo that 


Church, and the gradual Advances it made in De- 
mands of this fort) how it ſhould ever enter into the 


Heads of mortal Men, to lay Claim to it. And yet 


1 Cum enim ex Scripturis arguuntur (Fc. heeretici) in aceuſationem 
convertuntur ipſarum Scriprurarum, quaſi non recte habeant, neque fint 
ex auRoritate, et quia varie ſunt dictæ, et quia non poſlit ex his inveni- 

ri Veritas, ab his qui neſciant Traditionem. Non enim per Literas tradi- 

tam Rlam, ſed per vivam vocem, & ſeq. Iren, contra Her. L. 5. C. 2. 

Ed. Maſſuet. 2. 174. | K "þ - $5 "2:3 


the 


PIE 


FR Fact is indif vorably | true ; they 15 long a 
c d it; they continue to do 1: their whole Fabrick 

of Authority reſts upon this Claim, and falls when 
it is confuted; ſo that I ſhould be thought to ſpend 
our Time needlefoly, if I were to ſet about a la- 
Hel Proof of it.  Creſſy indeed, a 19 from 


the Church of England to Popery, in che laſt Cen- 
tury, ſeems to have been ſick of the Word, and to 


have wiſh'd he could fairly have got rid of it: He | | 


tells us, No ſuch Word can be found in any Council : 
That he ſaw no Neceſſity that ever Proteſtants ſhould 


Dave heard it named, much leſs preſi d with ſo much 1 


Fa as (he owns) it has been, in their Books 
of Controverſ Ehe the Word Infallibility had 
een combat 22 zy Chillingworth, with to 55 SUC 
_ ceſs, which therefore he wiſhes were forgotten or laid 
afide 7 ; and intimates it as his Opinion, that the 
juſt Authority of the Church might do without it. 
Gf oor Man ſeem'd to have ſome little remains 
odeſty when he wrote this; but it is highly 
RE probable ch 
y for talking at this rate; for in an Appendix to 8 
after Edition of his Book, he unſay s it all again, by _ 
telling us, That the Cburch can neither deceive nar zZ 


at his new Maſters ſchool'd him ſevere- 


deceived ; and that Authority and Infallibility in the 


Church, are in Effect all one; for to ſay that the 
Church bath Authority fo oblige all Chriſtians 10 re- 
ceive her Doctrines, and withal to ſay ſhe is fallible, 
ts Extremity of Injuſtice and Tyranny *. But whe- 
ther Creſſy had ever made this Recantation or no; 

| T he Church of Rome is fo well appriz 'd, that * Au- 


4 Eromolog Ch. 40. 9. z. p. m. 284. 
* Exomol. Append. C. 5. 
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chority can never be ſupported without the Claim 


of Infalſibility ; that as ſhe does not ſcem at all dif- 
poſed to give it up, ſo I am under no Apprehenſion 
of cheir reckoning it a Calumny, when we charge 
them with making this Claim. And indeed, nei- 
ther Creſſy, nor what I have quoted from him, had 

deen worth mentioning. on his Occaſion, were it 
not that I might warn you of thoſe Methods, which 
poſſibly the. preſent Agents for the Church of Rome 
among us may take, to gain Proſelytes : I mean re- 


3 their Cauſe, and the Doctrines of the 
>hurch of Rome, in the ſofteſt and moſt favourable 


manner, and concealing as much as they can the 


may ſwallow it the more eaſily. This was ma- 


nifeſtly Creſſy's Intention, and it is not at all un- 


fame Arts, If you ſhould happen to meet wirh a- 
ny of them, who ſhould be for laying aſide this 
ſhocking Word Infallibility, while they are recom- 


mending their Religion to you; pray ask them, 


Whether the 


Tf they ſhould tell you that their Councils do not 


uſe this Word, and that therefore they need not; 
ask them, Whether no Council ever Led. that 
the Church non pat eſt errgre, cannot err? and if ſo, 
what is the Difference between. its being impoſſible 


for het ag err, and being infallible? Ask them, whe- 


ſtter theit 5 Doge have not told us, that 
Were it not foy 


=, <4 


» 


the Tnfalibiticy of the Church, their 


Faith could have no Foundation, nor their Religion 
any Certainty ? Nay, Whether the Council of Ba- 


= y, or any Papiſt, can or dare own that 
their Church has or may err in matters of Faith ? 


l has not told vs, that if once that pernicious Er--‚ 
ror were admitted, that Councils may err, the Whole 


Catholick Faith would totter. And to ſay Truth, 
this is talking (though falſly and impudently) yet 
confiſtently at leaſt ; whereas thoſe (if ay there 
be any ſuch) who tell us, that Authority will do of 
it ſelf, though they ſhould drop Infallibility; not 
only contradict the known Senſe of their Church, 
but in effect give up its Power, and deſtroy the 
Foundations upon which its Grandeur and Tyranny 
ſubſiſts. And accordingly in ſupporting thoſe autho- 
ritative.Claims mentioned under the former Head, 
they always have recourſe to the Church's Infallibi- 
lity : a Perſuaſion. of which does more to farisfy - 
their Votaries of the Juſtice of their Claims, and ro 
diſpoſe them blindly to ſubmic to them, than all 
their other Proofs put together: For in ſhort, the 
Whole of their Faith is reſolv'd, into the unerring 
Authority and Infallibity of their Church : So thar, 
| befides what has been already ſaid, if I can (as 1 
_ verily think J ſhall) confute their Pretenſions to the 
latter, it will be a farther (and it may be a more 
ſtlriking) Proof, than any I have yet offer'd, of the 
Abſurdity and Impudence of the former. To this 
end, and that we may the better underſtand what 
18 preciſely che Point in debate, it will be of uſe, in 
the Firſt Place. VV 
I. To ſtate the notion of Infallibility: How far, 
and with reſpect to what things, the Church of 
Rome lays claim to it. It will, 1 ſuppoſe, be grant- 
ed me, that he who does not know abſolutely eve- 
ry thing, may poſſibly be miſtaken in ſome things: 
ſince therefore it will be allow'd me that Omniſci- 
9 ence 
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ence, or the knowing abſolutely, every thing that 
_  knowable, is the Prerogative of God alone, and 


Which no Man or number of Men can (or indeed 


R does) lay claim to; It will follow that the Church 
18 not abfolutely, and with reſpect to all things In- 


that ſhe is. 'The Queſtion therefore is, how far, and 
with reſpect to what things does ſhe pretend to be 
Infallible? Wich one Voice they will all tell you that 
ſhe is infallible in matters of Faith: A few of them 
mean the ele in the famous diſpute between 
them, and the Fanſeniſts) maintain'd, and would 


own d, that the Church (i. e, the Pope, for ſo the 


ters of Fact alſo. Again: They will all of them 
( chink) own, that tho the Church is Infallible in 
| Her decrees concerning Faith and Manners, yet that 

ſhe may 'become (and aQually has at ſome times, 


1 * common Senſe, there appears to be a mani- 
feſt inconfiſtency in it. The Church is Infallible 
mn its decrees with relation to Matters of Faith, and 
Manners : i. e. things to be believ'd, and things to 


lieves right too: For Error, or varying the leaſt 


off from the Church, and excludes all hope of Sal- 


fallible: To do them juſtice, they don't pretend 


fain have got it to have been ſettled and univerſally 


Jeſuits meant) was Infallible with relation to mat- 


been) greatly corrupt in Diſcipline and Practice; 

and that both her Head and her Members may be 
__ thus corrupted. With reſpect to this laſt conceſſi- 
con, I cannot help obſerving, that to any Man of 


be practis d: As to the former, Matters of Faith; it 
not only decrees aright; but it always actually be- 


tittle from what the Church has decreed to be be- 
liev'd; is Hereſy : and Hereſy % facto cuts a Man 


nen 
N 


(3p. )\ 


vation: But the Caſe is (it ſeems) otherwiſe with 
reſpe& to Manners; for tho' the Church does, and 
cannot but, decree as infallibly upon this Head, as 
vith reſpe& to Matters of Faith; yet ſhe herſelf 
may become corrupt in her Manners, and Praiſe 
many things (tho' ſhe can never believe any thing) 
contrary to her own decrees. What ſhould make 
this Difference I cannot devize ; or why a miſtake 
in the underſtanding, ſhould more effectually cut a 
Man off from the Communion of the Church, and 
the hope of Salvation, than the wickedneſs of his 
Heart and Life. I am ſure St. Paul tells us, that tho” 
he had the Gift of Prophecy, and underſtood all my- 
ſteries, and all Knowledge; nay, tho' he had Faith 
{ ſo that he could remove Mountains, yet if he had 
J. no Charity, he ſhould be nothing“. The Charity 
he there ſpeaks of, is on all Hand: acknowledg'd to 
be the Source of holy Obedience and regular Prac- 
tice : Whatever elſe I have, if I want this, I am. 
nothing; and therefore one would think, not In- 
fallible: And why the Church of Rome after hav- 
ing claim'd Infallibility, does not rub her forehead, 
and claim Impeccability too, I am at a loſs to know; 
I think verily they might as juſtly, and with as 
: noo Foo from Reaſon and Scripture claim rhe 
atter, as the former. And ſo with reſpe& to the 
diſtinction juſt now mention'd, of Matters of Faith, 
and Matters of Fact; I have never yet met with 
any ſufficient Reaſons, why thoſe who allow the 
43 Infallibiiity of the Church of Rome as to the firſt, 
3 ſhould diſallow it as to the laſt : I can ſee indeed how 
it might come to paſs, that in the diſpute between 
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the Jeſuits and Janſeniſts, the different Views and 
I ntereſts of the two Parties, might diſpoſe the form- 


| er to ſtickle as warmly for the Pope's Infallibility 
in Matters of Fact, as the latter did againſt it: But 


aàs 1 cannot tell whether, if it had not been for ſuch 


V 
* 
— 
s., 


an oppoſition of Intereſts and Views, this Point 


when once ſtarted, would not have been roundly 
carry'd in favour of his Holinefs ; fo for ought I 
know, if a favourable opportunity ſhould offer, the 
claim may be reviv'd again, and the Church be de- 
creed to be as Infallible in Matters of Fact, as ſhe 
pretends to be in Matters of Faith: Sure am, thar 
time was, when there was as. little likelihood that 


any Chriſtian Church ſhould ever prètend to the i 


latter; as there is now, that the Church of Rome | 
may ſome time or other, lay claim to the former. 
Bur ſince this is not yet the Caſe, and that I may 


not be thought to diſpute againſt any claim, other 
than what our Adverſaries are univerſally agreed in 


making, I will confine myſelf Meir Infallibity in 


Matters of Faith. Upon hearing ſuch an extraor- 


dinary priviledge claim'd, it is natural to ask thoſe 


who pretend to it, Pray where is it to be found? 
Who is entruſted with it? To whom are we to ap- 


- ply for an infallible Interpretation of Scripture, and 


for an infallible deciſion of all Controverſies ? The 
having this Privilege is not a whit of more Impor- 


Wi (4 


tance than the knowing where it is lodged ; nor can 


it poſſibly be of any Uſe, till it is determined and 


& 


known who is in Poſſeſſion of it. If God has ap- 


Ene ſuch an infallible Teacher and Judge, if he 


has commanded us upon Pain of Damnation, to heark- 


en to him, and to be determined by him; no Man 


alive 


; 
; 
| 
E 
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him fo conſpicuous and remarkable, that it ſhall he 


impoſſibe to thiſtake him; or at leaſt that there ate 


means ſufficiently plain and cettain, by which W 79 
may know, without any doubt, who and where he 


is. Suppoſe his Majeſty fhould tell his Subjects, 
pointed a Lord Chancellor and twelve 
Judges, to hear and determine all Cauſes belonging 


* 


feverally to their wh e ; would it not appear 
- ; auld conceal their Names, of 
leude us no poffible Method of knowing who the 
Perſons were whom he had appointed and commiſ- 
ſioned to execute theſe Offices ? And yet upon En- 
quiry, this will be found to be the very Caſe before 
us: For our Adverſaries themſelves, are ſo far 
from being agreed where it is lodged, that they are of 
different and inconſiſtent W, about it. Give 
me leave to ask (in Archbil 4 Tillotſons * Words) 
this Privilege was at 
«firſt conferred upon the Church of Rome, and 


very ftrange, if he 


& Can any Man think that . 
« that Chriſtians in all Ages did believe it, and had 


ee conſtant Recourſe to it for determining their 
Differences; and yet that that very Church which 
te enjoy d and us d it fo long, ſhould now be at 4 
„ Loſs where to find it? Nothing could have fal- 


&* len out more unluckily; than that there ſhould 
* be ſuch Differences among them about that, 
« which they pretend to be the only Means of 
* ending all Differences”. For you are to know, 
that in the Church of Rome it ſelf, there are feve- 


ral Competitors for this Infallibility 5 Some of 


* Vol. I. Serm. 11. on 1 Cor. iii. 11. 


F them 
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them will tell you that it is in the Pope alone, and 
not in any General Council; Others that it is in a 
General Council only, and not in the Pope; And 


others, that is in neither Pope nor Council ſingly, 


but in both together; 7. e. That when « General 
Council is called by the Pope, when he preſides in 
it, either in Perſon or by his Legates, and when he 


confirmes it's Decrees, then they are infallibily true 
and abſolutely binding: And yet there is a fourth 


, | pinion, that theſe Decrees are not infallible and 


binding after all, till the Church hath univerſally 


owned and received them. Whom, or what are 


Ve to believe in this Caſe ? For theſe Opinions are 
ſio inconſiſtent, that if you ſuppoſe any one of them 
to be true, all the reſt muſt be falſe. But what if 
after all, an Expedient may be found out to recon- 
cile theſe different Opinions 3 or at leaſt to make 
Mens Minds eaſy, even though they ſubſiſt. Chil- 
luingworth having urg d the very Difficulty we are 


now upon, home on the Church of Rome; Creſſy 
takes upon him to ſolve it; and he goes about it in 
the following Manner. Hereto I anſwer (ſays he) 


| That there is no Need at all of an Anfwer, fince the 


OHection anſwers it ſelf : For by ſaying, there are 


Variety of Opinions among Catholicks, acknowledged 
for ſuch even while they differ, it follows, that the 


Objettor is not obliged to ſubmit to that Fudge which 


Any Catholick refuſes +: i. e. (for ſo it muſt hence 
follow) Since there are many in the Church of 

| Rome, own'd as Members of that Catholick Church, 
|. who deny that Infallibility is in the Pope; many 


Creſſy's Exomolog. C. 59. p. m. 442. 


others 
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- Others who deny that it is in a General Council, 


and ſo of the reſt ; you are nor obliged to believe 
that it is in any one of them: Which (to my Un- 


derſtanding) is leaving us at Liberty whether we 
will believe it is any where: For if it be not in 


ſome one or more of theſe Competitors for it, I 


cannot imagine where it ſhould be; for there is no 
Body elſe that puts in for it: And if it be no 
where, or if no Body can tell me who has it, I 

| ſhall conclude that they have it not; nay, that. 


there is no ſuch thing to be had. After having 
given this wiſe Reaſon why the. Difficulty need- 


ed no Anſwer, (by which you ſee the whole Cauſe 
is given up) He proceeds to add two other An- 


ſwers; The whole Meaning of both which a- 


mounts to no more than this: That though Ca- 
tholicks are not perfectly of a Mind, where their 
Infallibility is; yet they are all agreed, that their 


Church has it: And if we Proteſtants will but 


be ſo good natur'd, as to take this upon their 
Word, they will leave us at our Liberty to lodge 
it either in the Pope, as the Jeſuits do; or in a 
General Council, as the Gallican Church does; 
or in both together, as many dthers do. In ſhort, 
in any of them, in all of them, or in none of 


them (for there are good Catholicks who deny 


it of every one of them). Do but believe that we 
have it, and ſubmit to the Orders and Decrees 


which it iflues out; and we will defire no more 
of you. Muſt not theſe Men have loſt their Sen- 
ſes, to give us ſuch an Anſwer; or think that 
we have loſt ours, and ſo may be ſatisfy'd with 
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it? Tnfe/hbility in the Church, and yet jt is nei- 
| ther. in the Head, nor in the Members! neither 
in the Church Virtual, nor Repreſentative, nor 
| diffuſive | at leaſt, you need not believe it is in any 
of them. It 1 

is ſomewhere. in the World a very great and pow- 
erful Kingdom, ane from all others by 
ſome one pecyliar Advantage, which none of 


the reſt have; And being asked, Pray in what 
Queen of the World is it? I ſhould anſwer, 


That though the whole World is divided into Eu- 
rope, Alia, Africa, and America, yet the bing 
dem I talk of, is in no one, ar more of theſe. 


I.. muſt be own'd,. chat thus far, at leaſt, the 


Church of Rome is in the right, to require im- 


por Faith, blind Submiſſien and Obedience, of 
her Votaties; fince no Man with his Eyes open, 


| can belp boggling at ſuch Abſurdities. 


N r — 1 * . " 


. Ir will be faid (it may be) that Crefy went 


be wrong Way to work, in a his Dif-- 
as made 


iculty ; that by the Conceſſiens he 
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he has well gigh becrayed the Cauſe bes es 
> 1 and themielves better, take Care to 
| fix this Infallitylity ſomewhere ; and though they 


who underſta 


do indeed differ very widely in their Opinions a- 
bout ir, yet they are all very certain of the Truth 
2 


their Opinions ſeverally. I have already enu- 


werated four of them: And ſince it is (I think) 


* 


| 1mpoſlible to devize a Fifth, if I can prove to you 


. 


that all theſe four are falſe; it muſt ſurely fol- 
lil 


low, That they have no ſuch Thing s Tl 


85 : I. Then, | 


as if I ſhould ſay, That there 


reg. 
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. Then, The Zefuits.3 almoſt all their ſeveral 
Orders of Monts; great numbers of their learned 
Doctors; and I believe the greater part of the 
common People among them ; ate of the Opinion. 
that the Pope alone is infellible: As I could prove 
co you, (if J had Time) from a great Number of 
their Authors. But beeauſe this will not be deny d, 
I will content my ſelf with proving, that this Opi- 
nion cannot be true. Fer ſeveral of their Popes 
have actually erred; and that in Matters profeſled = 
ly relating to the Faith 1 acting 8s Popes, and pro- 
nauncing or decreeing e Cethedrd. Pope Adrian 
VI. was ſo honeſt as te own that Popes are fal- 
lible. If he faid true, the Cauſe is given up: If 
he was miſtaken, then he himſelf at leaf, though 
a2 Pope, was not zufa/lable, Conſult Platina in is 
Hiſtory of the Lives of the Popes I am going to 
mention, and you will find that ſame or other of 
them muſt have been miſtaken. Stepben VI. an- 
nulled and reſcinded the Decrees of Formoſus IL. 
John X. annulled thoſe of Stephen, and reſtored 
thoſe of Fur moſus. Romanus I. abrogated the De- 
crees of Stephen; And Sergius III. had ſuch an ab- 
horrence for Fermeſus, and all that he did as Pope, 
that he obliged Prieſts whom he had ordained, to 
be re-ordained. Their own Canon Law tells us, 
That Nicholas I.“ decreed, it was not fit for Cler- 
men to bear Arms: Compare chis with what Ur- 
ban II. Boniface VIII. and teveral other Popes have 
advized, or decreed, or practiced, and then judge 
whether ſome or other of them muſt not have been 
e * Gratian. Diſtin. o, C. 3. 1 
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miſta- 


miſtaken. I could give you many more Inſtances, 
but theſe are enough : For upon the Principles of 


thoſe whom I am now oppoſing, every Pope muſt 


have been infallible ; and if it be proved concern- 


ſon to believe that any of them were infallible. 
It would be eaſy to produce feveral Inſtances 
wherein the ſame Pope has contradicted himſelf : 
I'll mention but one: Martin V. confirm'd the de- 
_ cree of the Council of Conſtance, which ſer a Ge- 
neral Council above the Pope: And yet he after- 
wards publiſh'd a Bull forbidding all Appeals from 
the Pope to a General Council. Unleſs Infallibi- 
lity can reconcile Contradictions, he muſt have 
been fallible in one or the other of theſe Cafes. ' 


Nay, I can go farther, and prove to you, nor 


only that many of their Popes have been the moſt 
wicked and profligate Wretches that were ever 


Born, (this they own, but tell us, it is well enough 
conſiſtent with their Infallibility) but that they have 


believ'd and Taught and ' Patroniz'd, what the 


Church of Rome itſelf has declar'd to be Hereſy. 


If Athanafius * is to be credited, Pope Liberius for 
fear of Death (with which he was threatned) ſub- 
| ferib'd to Arianiſm. And this account is confirm'd 


both by St. Hilary + and St. Jerome . Tertul-\ 
Han || tells us concerning one of the Biſhops of 


| Rome, (it was I think Pope Anicetus) that he own'd 


the Prophecies of Montanus, Priſca and Maximilla, | 


Ep. ad ſolit. Vit. agentes, p. 837. Ed. Par. 1627. 
+ Hieron. Catal. vir. illuſt. 3 
U Tercul. adv. Prax. p. m. 634. CG. 2 * 1 
ee Honorius 


ing any one of them that he erred, there is no Rea- 
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Honorius not only defended the Hereſy of the Mo- 


not belites, but was condemn'd. by three General 


Councils, every. one. of them confirm'd by the 
Pope. Jobn XXIII. was ＋ charg'd at the Council 
of Conſtance, with the blackeſt and moſt enormous 
Crimes, under 70 Articles. Fifty of which were 


| read and prov'd, and declar'd to be publick and 


notorious. And tho' his denying the Immortality 
of the Soul, was (I think) one of thoſe Articles, 
which (out of reſpe& to the apoſtolick See) was 


not allow'd to be expreſly urg d againſt him; yet I 
do not find that any body attempted to clear him 


of that Charge. The Council itſelf in their Cita- 


tion expreſly charges him with Hereſy, Schiſin, Si- 


mony, as well as other Crimes, and afterwards actu- 


ally depos'd him. This is the Man concerning 
whom the Emperor (who was there preſent) 
declar d that the whole Council unanimouſly 


own'd him for a true Pope, before his Depoſi- 
tion. Was Gregory the Great infallible, when 
he condemn'd the Title of Univerſal Biſhop as Pro- 
phane and Antichriſtian? the very Title the Po 

of Rome now claim. Or was Gelaſius Infallible *, 
when he condemn'd (what the Church of Rome 
has ſince decreed) Communion in one kind, and 


call'd it Sacrilegious? But enough of this ſort of 


Proof: If the Gentlemen we have do with in this 
diſpute, would ſuffer us to argue with them on the 
Principles of Reaſon and common Senſe, (as the 


4$ L. Enſaut Hiſt. de Conc. de Conſtance, p. 141.175 210. Ed. 4“. 
Amſt. 1714. | Wn nn per 5 
Gratian. de Conſecrat. Diſt. 2. C. 12. 
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jigcredible, than that all the Biſhops of Nome have 
been Iafallible. To prove this there needs no- 

5 thing more, than à brief repreſentation what fort 
of Perſons, Popes (at leaft for 4 great may Cen- 


* x 478% - » eV, TR 


eaſy to ſhew from theſe Principles, that there is 


ſcarce any one Propefition in all the World more 


tur ies laſt paſt) have generally been; how they are 
choſen 5 and how they often proceed in their de- 
eres and decifiors concerning Matters of Faith, 


The Qualifications moſt regarded in a Candidate 


for the Papal Chair, are, not Piety and Vertue, no 
nor Learning and ſound Knowledge in the Docs 
trines of Cheiſtianity; For many of them have 
been monſters in wickedneſs, and exceedingly ig- 
norant as to theſe things: But; a deep Skill in 
Politicks and Canon Law; in Difpenſations, and 


Beneficiary Matters; Excommumnications, and Ap- 


peals: And then, the older the better; as being 
the more likely to die ſoon, and make way for 
others, of whom there ate always enow gaping 


after this Dignity. Well, when any one or more 


ſuch Candidates are pitch'd upon as the Electors 
(or thoſe under whoſe influence they are) think 
will beſt promote their Intereſts, and anſwer 


their Purpoſes ; how does the choice proceed? 
Is it (as is pretended) under the Influence and 
Direction of the Spirit of God, or is it by 
trick and aftifice, and under the Influence of a 


Spirit of Faction and Cabal? Let any Man read 
even their owt! accounts of the uſual methods of 
proceeding in theſe Caſes, and then Judge. Such a 
Pope; thus created; ſets himſelf down in his Infal- 


lible 


(as) 


lible Chair, and is to determine authoritatively a 
matter of Faith; how does he proceed? If he 
takes, what our Adverfaries themſelves will own to 
be, the wiſeſt and fafeſt Courſe ; he conſults his 
| Cardinals, or (as the caſe may "happen) calls upon ; 
Divines or Canoniſts, to hear their Opi nions; ; 7. A 
He that is himſelf Þyfallible, adviſes with, and bor- 
tows Li ht from thoſe who are Fallible; nay, and 
after all, 1s (it may be) ſo unknowing about the 
affair in queſtion, 11 not to be able to form a 
true Judgment, or come to a right Determina- 
tion upon what he has heard: But as it is his buſi- 
neſs to pronounce ; when he has done fo, it's your 
T Duty to receiye and ſubmit to his Decree as infal- 
6% true, and binding upon the whole Chriſtian : 
| World. "What a ridiculous Farce muſt it be, to 
; behold, what muſt often have happened at Rome ; 
Bis Holineſs with : an affair of this 7 before him, 
follicited on the one hand by the Jeſuits, on the 
other by a fecret Friend to an now by 
f the Dominicans, next by the ranciſcans ; all of 
them in different ingereſls, and acting from different 
Views here an . rom one tem Tae. Prince, 


ayours and 


ther, ke tw and threatiing 
hard if he jon 11 imagine that Popes 
are as much p dat 


to do upon uch Gans, as other f Hible People 
are, in like 5 ; and oy Belk met cn 
an if © ou oſe him ſtript o is Infallibility. 
Ne, 441 think we may debe ſay Decay wih 
geir Infallibility 2 Pg ten 
fade es and ee Bulls, w hich they ve 

Ur 6 after- 


„ 5 
afterwards found to be wrong, and heartily repented 
of. I have been the longer in confuting this Pre- 
tence of Infallibility being lodg d in the Pope alone, 
becauſe I think it is the prevailing Opinion in dr . 
Church of Rome. I will be ſhorter on the reſt. © 
2. Others pretend that 'Infallibility is lodg'd, not 
in the Pope; but in a General Council only. Thus | 
it was agreed in the Councils of Conſtance and Bafil's 
and this is the Opinion of the * Gallican Church in 
general, and of ſeveral learned Doctors elſewhere; 
But this Pretence is (I. 6-477 xr Bk in ſome re- 
ſpecs more abſurd and incredible than the former. 
If I could believe the Infallibility they claim were 
any where to be found among Men; I ſhould in- 
cline rather to expect to find it in ſome one parti- 
cular Perſon, than in a Hundred or five Hundred 
of them got together, who. yet (it is 1 0 take 
| them ſingly, are every Man of them fallible. Is 
it a whit more likely, that any number of fallible 
Men ſhould make up an infallible Company; 3 than 
that any number of Cyphers ſhould make a poſi- 
tive Sum? If PO, be lodg'd in a General 
Council only, I would fain know where it is, 
when there 1 no General Council ſubſiſting? This 
is often the caſe; a Hundred, two Hundred Vears 
have run out, from the breaking up one, to the 
calling of another: It is now above 170 Years 
ſince their laſt General Council of Trent : Nay, the 
firſt that was ever called ſo, was at Mice i in the 
Year 325. Where was Infallib:/;ty during theſe 


| e Intervals 7 Who, and wher Was the Church's un- 


; e Guide and Judge: of all Controverſies f They 


Vid. Bellarmin de Row, * Pontif, 1 +: e. 2 . . Secunde Fu 
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will not fay ſurely, that the Decrees of former 
Councils are this unerring Guide and Judge; for 
beſides that the Church had no ſuch Decrees, for 
the firſt 300 Vears; we might as well take Scrip- 


ture as the Decrets of Councils, for theſe purpoſes. 


When we Proteſtants ſay that Scripture is a ſuffi- 
cient Guide, and the only Rule by which to judge 


af and determine Controverſies in matters of Faith ; 
they tell us no: Scripture is by no means ſuffi- 


_ cient'or fit for this Office; that iti abſolutely 
neceſſary there ſhould be a living judge to be ap- 
ply'd to and conſulted upon all Emergencies. Are 


the Decrees of Councils ſuch a judge? Are not theſe 


as capable of being perverted, and having different 
Interpretations put upon them, as the Scriptures ? 
If it be ſaid that the Church is in poſſeſſion of theſe 
Decres and knows the meaning of them, and can de- 
termine all Controverſies by them; I ask whether ſhe 


can do it Infallibly, and without danger of erring ? 


If it be anſwered (as it muſt be) Ves: I ask again, 


wo is meant by this Church? It cannot be a 
General Council; for that we ſuppoſe is not ſub- 


fiſting, and therefore can't be apply'd to : It is not 


the Pope, no nor any body elſe, that can do this 
infallibly ; for that deſtroys the Suppoſition we 
Now go upon, that a General Council only is In- 


fallible. ----- I could produce to you the plaineſt Te- 
ſtimonies of their own Writers, and unanſwerable 


Reaſons made uſe of by them, to prove that Infalli- 
bility is not lodg'd in General Councils only : I 
could ſhew you that if - it is lodg'd there, nat only 


theſe Authors (who yet are held in the higheſt 
efteem in that Church) but even the Popes them- 


ſelves (who you may 21 think, are not for lodg- 


ing 


= 2) 
2 Infallipiliry any where but in thetn ſelves are mi- 
Fah 
be as very 


For ny nothing can make a, Man more oz 


than denying this Privilege to thoſe who really 


and only have it: It is re Has g the judge wha 
they = pretend to be {6 neceſſary; a 4 Church 
fan t ſubſiſt without him; it is Epping the Founda» 


tion of all the Church's boaſted Authority; and 


it at NAS could ſhew you Gene. 


overthrowi 8 
ral Councils, 
and directly conttaty to Scriptute, -(thd' that alone 


i enough to convince us, that they were fallible) | 
but. — oppoſing; and diretly contradicting 


each other's Necrees : {6 that we may be as certain 
that General Councils are not Infallible; as that the 
two Ends of a Contradiction cannot be both true. 


f you haye ever heard or read any Hiſtory of 
them 3 how they are call'd; what fort of Perſons 


they generally conſiſt of ; by what Methods they 


ordinarily proceed; and from what fort of Motibes 
they uſually act; you will find little reaſon td believs 
Y = Infallible. So long ago, as Greg. Nazianzt#hs 
time, pious and peaceable Men were hs out of love 
with them; for thus he ſays in one of his Epiſtles, 
E muſt write you the Truth, I am in a Dif. 


16 poſition 1 to avoid all Aſſemblies of Biſhops, as Ha 
** ving never yet ſeen # happy end of any one 


their Synods or Councils: 'Nor have I ever bund 
* that they do more towards leſſening, than tov 
% Tour 6 a6 rage dog TOE TC 1.008 
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1 did I fay ? They muſt all of thetn 
eteticks, as de Proteſtants are ſaid to 


not only decreeing what is falſe and 
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« wards 


5 
ct wards U g any Miſchiefs' that art ch 
« plain d of. It may found harſh to fay it; but 


« theic Spifit of Contention and Ambition; their _ 


« Pride and Euſt of Power, is fucH as no Words 
tan erpteſs.“ ” By all that ever I have fead, I 
_ doit find any fafon to believe that matters are at 
all mended fifice his Days. The Hiſtory of their 
famous Couticil bf Tur, has been written by Fa- 
ther Paz, and B Cardinal Pallavictni, both Mem-. 
bers of their vwh Church : The former of em has 
Indies ſpoken too much plain Tfuth, to be muen 
reliſh'd at Nome; the latter is rongly in the Pope's 5 
Intereſt, and erefore inuch better approvd: But 
let ai Tenne Perſon read either of em, or eom- 
pare them together, if He be not ſick of the No- 
tioll of the Infallibility bf General Councils, I ani 


_ groſly miſtaken,-- = 89 on to conſider the thitd 
Opinio. 
3. That a Pope * Ind a General Council togechef 


are Infallible, 1. e. that when a General Counktil is 
 tall'd by the Pope, when he preſides in it either in 
Perſon or by his Lepates, and when he conficis 
its Decrers; then they ate infallible: They can't pof. 
fibly err; ind ought to be implicitly Nbinithey to 
one oBey'd. But why ſo? If (as we have hen; 


aud as the Defenders of this Opinion admit) be 


be fallible fep 127 cohſider'd, I can't conceive. = 
how their clubbing together ſhow'd make them The. 
falliBle. - *. is much the fame Abſurdity we had 


before, phers making a Butn. HBeſides, if 
Melee end — © 3 


| Apreernetit of a Pogo and u Genen Conch, th 
urch of Rome cannot be always 1 Poſſeſtion 

een de Conkil. . 2. . . . 
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of it; becauſe they have maggi Council al- 


ways ſubfiſting ; — it muſt follow from the Opi- 
nion we are now conſidering, that when the Ge- 
neral Council breaks up, Infallibility expires along 


4 with it. Not to inſiſt on theſe Abſurdities of this 


Opinion, I could ſhew you (if J had time) De- 


crees of one General Council confirm'd: by one 46 


Pope, and contradicted, reverſed by the ſame Au- 


thority; nay, the ſlf-fame Pope - firſt confirming, 
and afterwards contradicting. the Decree of a Ge- 
: neral Council. I could ſhew you the Council of 
Conſtance decreeing that the Laity ſhould. receive 
the Communion in one Kind only, and yet ac- 
| knowledging that Chriſt inſtituted it in both Kinds; | 


and this Decree confirm'd by Pope Martin V. And 
the Council of Trent + confirm'd by Pope Pius 
Iv. decreeing that Divine Service ſhould be per- 


form'd in the Latin (i. e. an unknown) Tongue, 
in direct contradiction to St. Pauls Doctrine, 


1 Cor. xiv. But to wave all this, it may be prov d; 


I think, to a Demonſtration, that if the Pope and 


the Council ſeparately be both of them kalhble, 


they can't both together be infallible; nor can any 


Decrees of the latter, tho confirm d by the former, 
be known to be more infallibly true, thine: if both 


were as fallible jointly, as they are own'd to be 


ſeparately. For conſider, | the Infallibility can't 
come from the Council, that is own'd to be fal- 
lible; its Decrees therefore may be true or falſe, 


and the Council in the right, or miſtaken, juſt as 


it happens. Well, when the Council has aſt the 


? Decree, and fo done its work, it comes to his Ho- 


Tine % to de confirm d; but can he Who is ac, 
7 cone. Trident. Sell. 224 C. 8. 


"ps = knowledg'd 


e Il 
knowledg d to | befallible, infallibly aſſure me this 
the Council. has not err d in making this Decree 2. 
Tis mapifeſtly impoſſible. I will only add as to 
this Head, that if either. the Pope himſelf, or the 
Church of Rome in general, are thoroughly perſua- 
ded chat a General Council confirm d by a Pope, 
is really ifallible; nothing can be more unaccount- 
able, n the Reluctance which the Popes gene- 
rally ſhew to the calling a General Council, and the 
Terror and Fright they are in, when they have the 
Proſpect of its aſſembling. Is then the boaſted Pri- 
' vilege. of ſo little Value, that to keep the Pope 
eaſy and in good Humour, the Church muſt be 
content to do without it? With what Difficulty, 
and; after how long and earneſt Sollicitations was the 
Council of Trent; itſelf obtain d, even tho Empe- 
ror, Kings, Princes, in a manner the whole Body i 
of the Church, moſt ardently deſir dit; and thought 
there was no other Expedient to come at Peace and 
Truth, and a Reformation of the Church both in | 
its Head and i in its Members? .I go on, OO | 
4. Others are of opinion that Iofallibility i is _ — 
in, the Church Univerſal; 1. e. (I ſuppoſe) diffu- 
in the whole myſtical Body of Chriſt con- 
1 Gifting! of all its Members here upon Earth: So as 
that, though neither Pope, nor Council, nor any 
rticular Church, are infallible ; yet when their 
— are received and ſubmitted to, by the Ca- 
tholiek Church, they then become infallibly true, 43 
and abſolutely 3 This has been the Opini- 
on of a conſiderahle Number of great and learned 
Men in that Church; and this is (it muſt be | 
ewn d) talking more modeſtly than the others do; ] 
N. 17 as £0 ages the purpoſes for which Infal- | 
ili W 
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Blility is claim'd, this Opinion ie 28 ridignlous as 


1 0 
any of the reſt. If all that they mean is, that the 


univerſal Church and every Member of it, cannot 


err in Matters abſalutely neceffary to Salvation; 1 


| don't know that Proteſtants haye any occaſion” to 


contradict or deny it. But then if this be own'd, 


it is not becauſe we 


apprehend that Aber any, or 


all the Members of the Church together, are . 
fallible; but becauſe we take our Saviour's Promiſe, 


that the gates of bell fball not prevgil againſt bis 


cburcb, to Ts an Aſſurance to us that he will Have a 
Church in this World as long as the World itſelf 


things which are abſolutely neceffa. 


Church. But then after all, if this is hat == : 
fallibility which is claim'd, it is nothin 
_ poſe; d will by any means anſwer 
End and Deſign for Which it is claim d. Our Adver- 


ar ies are perpetually ri 8 our Ears, the ab- 
ſolute Neceffity' of an in 


laſts; and becauſe thoſe who err in any of thoſe 


to Salvation, 
embers of that | 


door that very reaſon wy to be 


. 5 


2 e 


e Interpreter of Scrip- 


ture, and Judge of Controverſies to 1 we may 


have recourſę on all Emergencies. Is the univerſal 
Ohurch ſuch an one? Can all the Members of it 
meet to conſult and determine? It muſt not be fad 
- _ can meet in a General Council y their 


3 Sc ara for this would not anſwer the end 
ſs the Church univerſal could 1 impart her Te. | 


libility to her Repreſentatives; Which 1 believe will 


the Church Repreſentative has not:; 


maintain d by different Perſons in the C 


not be aid; nay; and 1 have'provd already, that 
I have gone through the four { 


l s Church of Rope, — the Segt er 


* 
* 
* 
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3 e Infallibility, 
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Infallibiſity, Where and in whom this wonderful 


— 


been fairly examin'd and fully confuted, and no 


Privilege is lodg d. Since theſe have (I think) all 


other is (that I know of) pretended to, or can be 
daevisd; I would now conclude that they have no 
FF ach Privilege any where among them; were it not 

| that they tell us, they have plain Texts of Scripture, 
Expreſs Promiſes of Chriſt himſelf, aſſuring them 


that the true Church is infallible, and that their 
Church is the true one: and if fo, the thing is cer- 


tainly true, and may juſtly be claim'd, notwith- 
his Difference of Opinions where it is 

lodg'd, and all the Difficulties and Abſurdities with 

which thoſe Opinions are ſeverally charg'd. What 
though it be ſo doubtful, whether it is Pope, or 
Council, or both together, or the whole Church 
that is infallible; and fo difficult to anſwer the Ob- 


. that are raiſed, againſt any or all of them 


ture ſays it, no Man ought to deny it. 


# 


decline the Force of any of their Arguments, eſpe- 


: cially of any ſuch as are taken from Scripture, al- 


low me to examine this ſomewhat particularly. 


I begin with obſerving that a Proof of this Sort, 
is arguing in a vicious Circle; and an abfurd beg . 


ging that the thing may be granted, which ought 


H — 


ing ſo; if Chriſt has promis'd it, and the Scrip- 


In anſwer to all this, it would I think be fuffi- 
cient to ſay; That it is very hard to believe our Sa- 
 viour ſhould give Promiſes to his Church that can 
do it no good: That the Church is never the better 
for its Infalhbility, if no body can tell who has 
it: And that the appointing an infallible Inter- 
preter and Judge, can anſwer no manner of pur- 
poſe, till it is known who is this Judge. But 
waving all this, and that we may not be thought to 


( 58 3 
to * prov'd. For if you ask, how they know 
from expreſs Scripture, or good Conſequence from 
it, that the Church is infallible? The Anſwer muſt 
be, that the Church has interpreted Scripture . to 
this Senſe ; and upon their own Principles you could 
never have known that this is the true Senſe of Scrip- 
ture, if the Church had not ſo interpreted it: Well, 
but why am I bound to believe, and be ſatisfy'd 
with the Church's I nterpretation ? The Anſwer is, 
becauſe the Church is infallible. Can any thing be 
more ridiculous? _ 

Suffer me but to put on, for a moment, the Church = 
1 Rome's bold Front, and to reaſon upon her avow- 
ed Principles; and I undertake, by the ſelf-fame 
Argument, to prove that I myſelf am infallible, 
nay, and that no-body is ſo beſides myſelf. Thus: 
e ſpeaking of Chriſtians, ſays, Te have an 

zon from the Holy One, and ye know all things, 


1 ohn 11. 20. Upon quoting this Text, for this 5 


N 1 ſhall, no doubt, be ask d, , How this 


proves me infallible? And 2dly, Since it ſeems to 


ſpeak as much of other Chriſtians as of me, How 
it proves me only to be infallible? Now tho ei- | 

ther of theſe Queſtions will, I confeſs, puzzle me 

grievouſly, unleſs you allow me to borrow his Ho- 
lineſs's Confidence, and to make uſe of ſome of 
his Principles; yet thus furniſh'd, I aſſure you I 
have my Anſwer ready. For, to take no Notice at 
_ preſent, that this Text imports Infallibility, as much 
(for ought I can ſee) as any other in the Bible: 
Thus I reply, (and it is exactly what the Church 
of Rome has the Modeſty to ſay for herſelf.) I am 
the only authoritative Interpreter of Scripture; and 


as no body can be ſure of the true Senſe of it, 


F. bo 5 it chem; ; 1 now declare the true MY 
by | OT 
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G lle Text to bs: that I am infallible.” Well, A | 

but how does all this prove that I only am infal- | 
üble? Juſt as well as any other Texts of Scrip-- 
ture, which ſpeak as much of any other Chriſtians 
3 of thoſe of the Romiſh Communion; prove that 
the Church of Rome is infallible: And if you pre- | 
| 


tend to contradict me, I will rub my Forehead 
over again, and tell you once more, I am the au- | 
thoritative Interpreter of Scripture, and that the 
meaning of this Text is, not only that J am infal- 
lible, but that I only am ſo: And let me but find' 
Fools enough to believe it, and ſtand by me in the 
Defence of it; and who will dare to diſpute or il 
oppoſe my Claim.----Having thus made uſe of their 
Confidence and their Principles, to anſwer the Tale | 
poſes for which I aſſumd them; I am now ve 
well content to lay both aſide, and leave them in if 
the Poſſeſſion of the right Owners. | 
But tho what I have been faying manifeſtly — 
proves the Abſurdity of their quoting Scriptures in 
proof of their Church's-Infallibility, yet for the ſake 
of thoſe, who paying a juſt Regard to their Bibles, 
e willing to believe any thing they find prow d by 
Arguments taken from thence; it wou d not be amiſs 
to conſider the Texts themſelves, (the moſt conſi- 
derable of them at leaſt) and what ſort of Proof 
they afford of the Church's Infallibility. | 
* Bellarmine quotes in Proof of the Pope's Infal- = 
libility, thoſe Words of our Saviour to St. Peter, 
Simon, Simon, behold Satan hath defired to have you 
that be might ft you as wheat ; but ] have pray 50 
or thee that thy Faith fail not; and when thou art 
converted, Atrengtben thy brethren. Luke xxii. 31, 32. 
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He tells us, the true Meaning of this Text 


is, that gur Lord lg woke two Privileges for St. 
Peter, Iſt, That he 0 ; 

he might be tempted by the Devil, ſhould never 

loſe true Faith, The 2d Privilege was, that nei-. 


mſelf, how ſtrongly ſoeyer 


ther Peter himſelf, as Pontiff of Reni, nor any o- 
ther of his Succeſſors in that See, ſhould ever teach 
any. thing contrary to the true Faith. The firſt of. 


| theſe Privileges (fays Belarzine) did not, it my 
be, deſcend to Peter's Succeſſors; but the ſegond 
doubtleſs; did. To prove which, he quotes ſeven 


Popes, Theophoylatt, Peter Chryſologus, and Bernard: 


and this is all the Proof he alledges. Now tha 
theſe Authors were all of his mind, (which 


upen reading what he quotes from em, I think 


are nat) it is ſurely a ſtrange way of proving the 


Pape's Hfallibility, that Popes themſelves have fad 
they were infallible; And his three other Authors: 


come tas late to be credited in a Queſtion of this 
Importance. And yet after all, his Proof that 
this is the meaning of the Text before us, is nat 
ſo Weak, but that the Proof that this eannet be 


the meaning of it, is as ſtrong. The time was now 
at hand, when our Saviour was ta be betray d into 


the Hands of his Enemies, and by them to be put 
to Death: This he knew would preve a ſevere 


Trial of that Faith and Truſt which his Diſeie 


ples had repos d in him, He knew St. Peter's 


forward warm Temper, which (tho he meant ho- 
neſtly) diſposd bim to truſt too much te the 
ſtrength of his own Refolutions, and not to watch = 
io carefully, and pray © earneſtly for divine Aide, 
ag he ought. to have done. Our Lerd forefaw 


{it ſhou'd ſeem) the Temptatiag with which St, | 


Peter. 


(861) 


Peter would be aſſaulted, and that he * ſue⸗ 


cumb under it. Thus the Caſe ſtood when our 
Saviour ſpake theſe Words: Addreſſing himſelf to 


Peter, as the Perſon moſt in danger, yi tells 1 


That his approaching Sufferings and Death, wou d 


be made uſe of by Satan as a ſtrong Temptation : 


to perſuade him and his Brethren to forſake and 
deny their Maſter: So that they all needed our 
Lord's Prayers upon this occaſion, and no doubt 


he pray d for them, But as for you Peter, (ſays. 
our To whoſe Trial will be peculiarly ſtrong, 
and whoſe Temper of Mind expoſes you to more 


than ordinary Danger in the time of Trial; I 
have prayed 1 701 you eſpecially, that your Faith may 
not fail: That, tho you may be weak and ti- 


motous enough to deny that you belong to me, or 
have had any thing to do with me; yet that you 
may not wholly forſake my Service, and renounce: 
the Profeſſion of my Religion, This is the plain 


5 Deſign and Meaning of the Words; which were 


ſpoken to $t. Peter, and belong to him only: Nor 
iz there the leaſt Shadow of Reaſon to eppes that 


they at all relate to Popes; St. Peter's Succeſſors, as 
they are calld. If they aſſure us of the IndefeQi- 


hility of the Faith of all his Succeſſors; I would 
fain know, why not of his Succeſſors in the See 


of Anticab, (where he is ſaid to have been Biſhop 


ſeven Tears, before he was Biſhop of Rome) as 
well as of thoſe in the Sce of Rome? And yet pla- 
cing Hallibility at Antioch, as well as at Rome, 
| I ſpoil all. I will only add, that if the Infal- 

kinky of Peter, and his pretended Succeſſors, is 


aſſu d to us by N Saviour s praying that hig Faith 
gar wh fail; * Man whoſe Faith fails 


not, 


| 
| 
1 
| 
' 
! | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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_ 
not, muſt be infallible : And fince it has been 


prov'd,- concerning ſeveral of St. Peter's Succeflors, 
that their Faith has actually fail'd, (even in the 
Senſe in which the Papiſts themſelves underſtand 
theſe Words) it certainly follows, that theſe Words 
of Chriſt to Peter, neither do, nor were ever de- 
ſign'd to aſſure us of the Infallbility of his Suc- | 
ceflors. 5 
Vour time oy not allow: me, to dd parts. 
cularly the Texts of Scripture 1 which our Adverſaries 
urge, to prove this favourite and capital Point : If 
it wou'd, T think I could eaſily ſhew you it wou'd 
be difficult to find any one of the wildeſt Enthu- 
ſiaſts that has ever appear'd'in the World, quoting = 
Scriptures in confirmation of his Dreams, more 
abſurdly, more impertinently, or to a Senſe more 
foreign to that which the Holy Ghoſt deſigm d, | 
than the Papiſts do, when they go about to prove 
their Infallibility thence. Let me only put you in 


mind, that many of the Texts aledg'd by them 
relate to the Church in general, as conſiſting of F| 


all true Believers; and therefore will ſerve as well 
to prove that every particular good Chriſtian is in- 
fallible, as that the Pope or the Church of Nome is 
ſo. Others of em are deſign'd to repreſent the 
Duty of the Miniſters of the Chriſtian Chureh, 
and the Ends for which that Office was inſtituted; 
without deſigning at all to intimate, that the Mi- 
niſters wou'd never neglect their Duty, and ſwerve 
from the deſign of their Office: And yet without 
ſuppoſing this laſt, the Arguments drawn from 
hence, will all be found to be ſophiſtical and fal- 
lacious. Laſtly, others of them mean nothing 
more than to recommend to private Chriſtians the 


5 a Towing 
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5 "TOR that Reſpect and Regard to their Miniſters, ö 


which is due to em ſo long as they continue di- 
' ligent and faithful in the Execution of their Office; 
without ſo much as hinting at any Dominion, or 
TInfallibility, or Authority, (properly ſo called) that 


Y Chriſt has conferrd upon em. Let theſe things 
be remember'd, and applied to the Texts quoted by 
the Church of Rome to prove the Point we are upon; 
and they will be found to be the Keys, which will 
not only open to us the true meaning of ſuch 
Texts, but effectually convince us, there is not any 


one of them that proves their Infallibility. 


here is one thing more very pertinent to our 
preſent purpoſe, which deſerves to be conſider d: 
Among the many Texts of Scripture quoted by our 
Adverſaries in this Controverſy, ſome are alledg'd 
to prove the Infallibility of the Pope, N 


and fingly conſider d as St. Peter's Succeſſor: Suc 


as theſe, e. g. Thou art Peter, and upon this rock 
will T build my church, and the gates of hell ſhall 
r prevail againſt it. And I will give unto thee 
ll the keys of the kingdom of heaven, &c. * I have 
' prayed for thee, that thy faith fail not, &. 
Again, others of theſe Texts are alledg'd to prove 
the Infallibility of General Councils, whether with 
the Pope as a Member of them, or without him: 
uch as theſe; He that heareth you, heareth me; 
and he that deſpiſeth you, deſpiſetßh me. ---- + Where 
two or three are gathered together in my name, there 
am I in the midſt of them. It ſeemed good to the 
Holy Ghoſt and to us, &c.----* Lo, I am with you 


er, even unto the end of the world. — Laſtly, 
tt. xvi. 19, 19. Luke xxii. 125 3 Luke x. 16. 5 


4 Mat. XVI, 20. 5, Acts xv. 28. Matt. xxviil. 20. 


there 


* — 1 7 9 6 * . ih „ 3 9 2 a * £ ” 2 f cody 
„ 2 "IS 8 „ * * 
* n 4 * * x " 4 * 0 a 
«£44 : 24 — 4 #4 ww V 1 Em Pn 4 


* 


8 
FFC 
there are others of theſe Texts, which if they prove 
ny thing, prove the Infallibility of the Church in 
general, or of any particular Church: Such as theſe; 
7 Tf he negle# to hear the church, let him be to thee 
as an heathen man and a publican. -=--- * The church 


of the living God, the pillar and the ground of truth. 


Now concerning thefe Texts taken all together, and 
as made uſe of by the Charch of Rome; I fay, ei- 
ther that they prove nothing, or they Ko too 
much; even ſo much as will overthrow the whole 
Romi ſb Syſtem. They defign to prove Infallibility 
by em: I confeſs, in my Opinion they mean no- 
thing like it: But if they do, ſome of em muſt 
prove that the Pope is infallible ; others of em that 

a General Councit is fo ; and others that the Church 
either univerſal or a particular one, has this Privi- 


lege: And all theſe Propoſitions muft be true, : 


they being all fuppos'd to be confirm'd by Seripture. 
But is not this a great deal more than the Church 
of Rome defires to ſee proved, or will admit to be 
true? Do they like to have their Infallibility thus 
widely ſpread, and laid as it were in common? 
Will the Pope own that a Council has it; or a 
Council that the Pope has it, and they themſelves 
have no ſhare in it? Or will either Pope or Coun- 


cil admit, that a particular Congregation of Chri- 


ſtians, or a few Chriſtian Biſhops got together, are 
endow'd with Tnfallib:lity? Thus it muſt be, if 
they interpret Scripture right: And yet if it is thus, 


the whole Fabrick of the Church of Rome's Autho- | 


rity and Infallibility is demoliſh'd. 1 
I ſhould now go on to take notice of their other 
Arguments, which (as they ſay) unanſwerably prove 

/ 4.2.4 LOR 
| es the 


7 


ir Church: Such as theſe: “ 


che Infallibility of th 


If the Church may err, why do we (as the Creed 


““ 


$ 


does) call her Holy? A Church united in the Pro- 


feſſion of any Error, is fo far from deſerving tłat 
Character, that, on the contrary, it is a wicked 


Affembly.—- Again ; + If the Church, particularly 
"the Church Repreſentative, or the Body of Paſtors, 


may err, why do they, when met in Council, de- 
nounce their Anathema's againſt ſuch as refuſe to 
receive or ſubmit to their Decrees ? If they be ſup- 


päaſed fallible in making them, this is ſuch a piece 
of Wickedneſs as they would never be guilty of 

Again; 4 If the Church could err, ſhe might entire- 
Iy fail; which is directly contrary to expreſs Pro- 
miſes of Chriſt, and therefore ſhe muſt be owned 


to be infallible.—-- Again; They argue the Church's 


Iafallibility, from her perpetual Viſibility : The 
true Church, (fay they) muſt always be viſible and 


knowable ; but if ſhe could err, ſhe could no longer 
de known to be the true Church. I hope there is 
no great danger. of any one's being perverted . by 


Proofs of this ſort; for I think verily it requires no 


great Skill to confute them. They are urged by no 
leſs Names than Cardinal Bellarmine and Cardinal 
| Richelieu ; and therefore (were it not for fear of 

_ treſpaſſing too much upon your Patience) I would + 


give you what, I apprehend, would be full Anſwers 


to them, But I muſt forbear. There is one other 


* 


. their Church, and confirming others in it, that I 


ud. Richelten , L. 1. c. 13. + Bellarm. de Eceleſ. 
Milit. L. 3, c. 4. 5. Tertio obligamur. . 4 Card. Richelieu, 


1 FG think 


reument which they boaſt ſa much of, and have 
often ſuceeſefully urg'd for perverting ſome to 
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thiok 1 ought.not wholly to paſs it by, eſpecially 
Aince in ſome former Parts of this Diſcourſe, I have 
ted you to expect it ſhould, be taken notice of. and 
anſwered. It is to this purpoſe : : 


Muſt it not be horrid Impiety, to ſuppoſe, that 


divine Providence has ſo little Concern for, and the 
bleſſed Redeemer fo little Care about the Welfare 
of his Church, as to have left no certain infallible 
"Method of deciding all Controverſies, coming at 
Truth and the true Senſe and Meaning of Scri- 
pture ? If the Church is not a vi/ble and infallible 
Tribunal, always in a Condition to determine Dif- 
| ferences, what muſt become of Her ; what muſt be- 
come of Truth and Chriſtianity itſelf ? Will there 
not a thouſand Hereſies be broach'd, that muſt tear 


out her very Bowels, rend in pieces the ſeamleſs 


Coat of Chriſt, darken Truth, and make Error 
triumphant; ſhake the Paith of Chriſtians, and fill 
their Minds with endleſs Doubts and Uncertainty ? 
There muſt therefore be ſomewhere a Fuck to 


pronounce and decide: Scripture | is ſo far from end- 


ing Controverſies, that it is well known to have 


been the Occaſion of them : : There's s not a Here- 1 


| tick but what quotes it, and endeavours to impoſe 
upon weak Minds, by the falſe Meaning ihey f put 
upon it. In many Points the Senſe of it is ſo ob- 


ſeure and doubtful, that the Interpretation which 
Hereticks give of it, ſeems as plauſible as that which 


be a living ſpeaking Fudge, to interpret this dear , 


this unſens'd Letter: And unleſs ſuch an one be 
own'd and ſubmitted to, every Tinker or Cobler 
muſt be left to judge of Chriſtian: Doctrine, and to 


find out the W of Scripture for himſelf.——- 


the Church herſelf affixes. There muſt 11 7015 = 


Thus 


— 222 — 


1 


Thus do they bluſter. By the Noiſe of their Tri- 


umphs on this occaſion, one would be apt to con- 


clude that they had gain'd a compleat Victory: 
And yet after all, when the Matter comes to be 


ſifted, this Argument is as harmleſs an one as we 


. of the reſt they make uſe of, I could almoſt wiſh 


the Time would allow me to enlarge on the follow- 


ing Obſervations; which tho' I can do no more 


than juſt ſuggeſt them, will furniſh you with Ma- 


| terials for a full Anſwer to any one who may at- 


tempt to pervert you by fo fallacious an Argument. 


I. That the Imprety talk'd of, falls to their ſhare, 
who thus boldly preſcribe to God and the Redeemer, 
what they ought to have done, and what they muſt 
be ſuppogd to have done, for the Welfare of the 


Church : And that we Proteſtants ſhew much more 
Reverence and Modeſty, when we turn the Argu- 
ment upon our Adverſaries, and tell them, God has 


no where commiſſion'd, or pointed out, ſuch an 


infallible Fudge as they talk of, and therefore we 


can't be perſuaded that ſuch an one is neceſſary. 
2. That ſuch a Judge as they talk of, can never 
be fit to determine a// Controverſies; till it is firſt 
agreed by the contending Parties, that he is z7falli- 
ble, For, one of the moſt important Controverſies 


now ſubſiſting in the Chriſtian World is, Whether 
there be any ſuch Fudge? and Where he is? Now 


it would be very abſurd to ſend me to one, whom I 


am not yet ſuppos d to believe Infallible, to be de- 


termin d by him whether he is Iafallible or not. 
3. There can be no Neceſſity of ſuch a Fudge to 


determine all Controverſies in Religion, becauſe it 
is not neceſſary that all ſuch Controverſies ſhould be 


decided. There are a great many diſputed Paints 
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FV 
and different Opinions, which neither affect our In- 


tereſt in the Favour of God, nor are at all incon- 
ſiſtent with the Peace of the Church; or that Uni- 
ty among its Members, which Chriſt the Head of 


he Church ſo earneſtly recommends. - 


4. If a Judgment may be form'd of what word = 
be hereafter, by what has been heretofore ; we may 


E* 


conclude that ſuch a Fudge, tho he were to bs | 


found, would neither prevent Herefies from ariſing, 
nor put an End to all Controverſies. Our bleſſed Sa- 


viour was ſuch a Fudge; able infallibly to decide in 


all Caſes, and yet the Jewiſh Church in his Days 


run into many Errors; and among the reſt, that 1 


_ pernicious one of miſtaking and rejecting the Meſ- 
flah. = If it be objected that this was, becauſe - 
they did not own him as fuch a Judge; the An- 

ſwer is obvious: That ſince our Lord gave at leaſt 


as good Evidence of his being Infallible, as any o- 
ther can pretend to give, it is at leaſt as likely that 
the Infallibility of any other will be, as that his 


| ſhou'd have been diſown'd. The Apoſtles were (it | 
18 allow'd) under the Guidance of an infallible Spi- f 


rit in all things relating to the Kingdom of Chriſt, | 


and the Propagation of his Religion in the World ; 


and yet Herefes ſprang up in their Nays: Nay, and 


St. Paul (it ſeems) thought them not only unavoida- 
ble, but that Providence ſuffer d them to ariſe, * that 
they which are approved might be made manifeſt, » - - 


There were Divitions among the Corinthians even af- 


# 1 Cor. xi. 19. 


ter all the Pains St. Paul had taken to reſtore Unity 
and Peace among them.--Nay, in the Church of Rome 
herſelf, notwithſtanding all her Boaſts of an in- 


 follible living Fudge, ig whom all her Members 


(69) 


may have recourſe, there are (for ought I fee) as 9 


about. If a 3 duſp 
miſe of ſuch Aſſiſtance, is not ſecure from all fatal 
Error, and in the way to come at all Truth, ne- 
_ _ cefla 
by 


different, as inconſiſtent Opinions, as are to be found 


among Chriſtians, who own no ſuch Judge. I 
F. and Laſtly, | Every meck, humble, fincere 


Lover of, and Enquirer after Truth, may hope for, 


and reckon upon ſuch Aſſiſtance of the Spirit of God, 


as will enable him by the Rule of Scripture to judge 


of, and determine for himſelf all ſuch Controverſies 


in Religion, as it is abſolutely neceſſary to his Sal- 
vation to] 


aß or believe, or determine . e 
Man thus diſpos'd, and with the Pro- 


y for him to know; I ſee no other Method 
which he can be ſo; I am fure the way of Au- 
thority and Infallibility won't do it; and if I don't 


ſtrangely miſtake the Meaning and Deſign of ma- 
ny Paſlages of Scripture, this Method will do it. 
III had time, I ſhou'd go on now, and confi- 
der the Proofs pretended to ariſe from: the Teſti- 
mony of the Fathers; for tho' their Writings were 
iy, Fr the almoſt ſole Poſſeſſion of the Friends 
to t 


| Romiſb Cauſe; and during ſeveral dark Ages 
were ſo little read, or attended to, that They had 


Opportunity to. mangle and alter, to blot out, and 


foift in, as might beſt ſerve their Cauſe and ſupport 
their Pretenſions; nay, tho groſs Falſifications of 


theſe Writings have been pointed out to them, and 


proy'd upon em; yet ſtill, even in the Condition 
they now are, it might from them be plainly ſhewn, 


| that for ſeveral Hundreds of Years after Chriſt, the 


Fathers never dream'd, nor made mention of, any 


ſuch Authority or Infallibility-as the Church of 


Rome now claims, 


Nay 


(700 


Nay farther, if J had time, I-cou'd- lay before 
you rep muſt (I. think) be a ſufficient Nag pms | 
do any impartial Mind, either to believe that the 
Church of Rome herſelf ſuſpe&s or doubts of her 


own Infallibility; or elſe to condemn her for ha- 


ving acted the moſt unjuſt, the moſt unmotherly, 
the moſt abſurd part in the World, for not having 
employ d it in a proper Manner, and for the kindeſt 
and moſt uſeful Purpoſes. Why does ſhe ſuffer, and 
ſometimes direct, her own Doctors to go on writing 
fallible Commentaries on Scripture, as.contraditory 
and inconſiſtent, as any of thoſe written by Prote- 
ſtants? Why does ſhe not once for all bleſs the 


World with an igfallible Interpretation of the whole 


Bible, and an exact Account of all the Church's 
 wmwritten Traditions? Why does ſhe not find out 


an infallible Method for inducing all the World to 


I 


* 


hearken and ſubmit to her infalkble Deciſions? She 
has, I know, found out, and made uſe of, one 
Method for this purpoſe ; the has Cenſur'd, Cursd, 5 


Spoil'd, Impriſon'd, Baniſh'd, Tortur'd, Committed 


to the Flames, and Doom'd to Hell and Damnation, 


to promote this hopeful Deſign; but tho ſhe has 


been too ſucceſsfu], ſhe is yet far, I hope, very far, 
from having fully carry'd her Point. | 
O Roms! Haughty, Cruel Rome! * Thou 
haſt long glorified thy ſelf, li ved deliciouſly, and jaid 


in thy heart, I fit a Queen, and am no Widow, and 


Hall fee no forrow : But the multitude of Genie , 


and abundance of Inchantments, are found with thee: 


De Kings and Inbabitants of the Earth have been 
made drunk with the Wine of thy Fornication: 


Rev. xvili. 7). fai. xlviig, 3 Rev. xvii. 2. 
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+ when thy AF art une with the Blok if the 
Saint. in Martyrs of Feſus: Therefore 5 ſhall thy 
Plagues came upon thee in one. Day, Death, and 
Mourning, and Famine; yea, thou ſhalt be utterly 
burnt 2221 Fire; for ſtrong is the Loxp God who, 
+ udgeth tbee.— In the mean while, and till that 
Day of Recompenſe comes, © 


May Almighty God, who has often, and almoſt 
by Miracle, preſervd theſe Nations, from falling 
again into her Clutches, and feeling the Effects of 

her deep Malice and ſavage Cruelty; ſtill protect, 
ſtill defend us! May the Pratgſtant Bae , the 

Cauſe of Truth, and Virtue, and Liberty, be eſta- 
bliſh'd, and own'd, and propagated! May the Bleſ- 
v ſing of Heaven reſt upon all Proteſtant Princes and 
States; and eſpecially upon our moſt Gracious So- 
. N King G rox, and every Branch of bis 
Auguſt Famiry! May we and all his Subjects 
ſtand faſt by, and be ſecurd in the Poſſeſſion of, 
that Chriſtian Liberty with which Chriſt has made 
us free! And finally, for the Honour and Advance- 
ment of that pure and uncorrupted Chriſtianity 
which we profeſs,; may we all of us take care to 
get our Minds and Tempers form'd, our whole 
| ( Conduct and Behaviour regulated, by the 8 


human, excellent Principles and Precepts of if! Gd 
of his infinite Mercy grant it, ;for the Sake of * 
| tas Vs, Ge. 
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